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CURRENT TOPICS. 

On Tuurspay last Court of Ap al No. 2 did not sit, and on 
Saturday, the 23rd, and Monday, the 25th inst., Court of Appeal 
No. 1 will not hold a sitting, but on Tuesday, the 26th, will 
resume the hearing of gcc: 8 Bench final appeals. 





THE VACATION NOTICE, which will be found in another column, 
is framed in the usual terms. Mr. Justice Bruce will take the 
earlier portion of the vacation, from the 13th of August to the 
17th of September, both daysinclusive. The chief clerks of Mr. 
Justice Norru will take the chamber work in the Chancery 
Division. After the 17th of September Mr. Justice Goretx 
Barnes will be the Vacation Judge. Mr. Crowzs and Mr. 
Leacu will be the chancery registrars in vacation. 





We must conress that we have not discovered so many 
curiosities of drafting as usual in the statutes of the last session, 
which is perhaps due to the fact that they are less numerous 
than usual. We have reason to believe that the total number of 
Acts is only sixty-four; though one of them, consolidating the 
law relating to public health in Scotland, has not yet been issued 
by the Queen’s printer. By far the most serious case of clumsy 
drafting is that to be found in sub-section (2) of section 2 of the 
Conveyancing and Law of Pro ey Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. ce. 
13), upon which we commented last week. There is, however, 
an odd little blunder in the Small Holdings Act (55 & 56 Vict. 
c. 31) which is worthy of notice, though it will probably not 
involve any serious consequences. Sub-section (2) of section 1 
enacts that— 

‘*The expression ‘small holding’ for the purposes of this Act shall 
mean land acquired by a council under the powers and for the purposes of 
this Act, and which exceeds one acre and either does not cotoell! fifty acres, 
or, if exceeding fifty acres, is of an annual value for the purposes of the 
income tax not exceeding fifty poun 
Passing over the solecism of “ and which ”—upon which Consett 
would have had something to say—we observe that, by section 
17, county councils are empowered to advance money to tenants 

of “small holdings” who have agreed to purchase from their 
landlords. But in such a case the land is patie “acquired by 
the council,” and, therefore, does not come within one necessary 
part of the cumulative definition of “small holdin given in 
sub-section (2), section 1. It might be argued t has strictly 
speaking, section 17 is thus made inoperative ; but doubtless a 


more equitable, —— less grammatical, interpretation may be 
invok , which would apply to small holdings under section 17 
only that part of the definition that specifies area or value. 
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Ir THE avuTHor of the “ Pilgrim’s Progress” had allowed 
Christian at the end of his journey to be jockeyed over Jordan 
into the Promised Land by a questionable trick on the part of 
his friend Faithful, his readers would have had good reason to 
complain of the want of dramatic unity in the story. No less 
have Mr. Justice GarvsrorD Bruce and the observers of his career 
ground for regret that his promotion to the bench after an 
arduous life should be made to savour of a job discreditable to 
the administration of justice. For some three weeks a vacancy 
in the Queen’s Bench Division was left open by the Lord Chancel- 
lor, as the head of the English judicature, for no other apparent 
reason than that the same Lord Chancellor as a party politician 
might forecast with some certainty the result of a fresh election 
for Holborn. This was done, too, just at the time of the year 
when the circuits cause the greatest drain upon the power of the 
judges. We are bound to protest strongly against such a sacri- 
fice of the legitimate interests of the suitors in the courts to the 
exigencies of the whips of any party. At the same time, we must 
not allow it to make any difference in our estimate of the fitness 
or unfitness of Mr. Justice Garysrorp Bruce for the bench. The 
appointment is far from brilliant ; but it is legitimate ; it probably 
errs most in being post-dated. Ten years ago no one would have 
been surprised at the selection. But Mr. Bruce failed to retain 
in silk the practice and reputation which he made in stuff; and 
he has rather outworn his welcome to the bench in the hearts of 
the profession. His reception would never have been enthusi- 
astic, for he has none of the qualities which excite enthusiasm. 
He may be summarized as highly, and even inordinately, 
respectable ; respectable in intelligence, respectable in character, 
respectable in industry: respectable as a lawyer, as an editor, 
as a member of Parliament, and doubtless about to make a 
respectable judge. But, per contra, he is afflicted with that 
fatal absence of humour which so often characterizes such 
irreproachable personages, especially if they are North Country- 


men. It would be to his advantage if he could fall in with | 


some Bunyan who would put him in the way of getting rid of 
at least some part of the burden of his own respectability and 
impart to him a little more light heartedness. He would be the 
more popular man and the better judge. 





AN UNFORTUNATE wayfarer who happens to be knocked down 
by a cab driven by a drunken man will probably, as a rule, be 
able to recover compensation from the owner of the cab, but 
before bringing his action it will be advisable for him to 
ascertain that the man on the box is the regular cabdriver, or, 
instead of receiving compensation, he will have to bear the 
costs of the proceedings. In the case of Mann v. Ward, 
recently decided by the Court of Appeal (Lord Esurr, M.R., 
Bowen and Kay, L.JJ.), the driver, who was drunk, had 
ensconced himself inside the cab. While he was thus peacefully 
resting, another man, also drunk, but, unhappily, more energetic, 
got on to the box and drove away. As might have been 
expected, they soon came upon an unsuspecting foot passenger. 
Hence an accident and litigation, the proprietor of the cab 
being made defendant. Had the driver of the cab been driving 
at the time, it seems clear that the action would have been 
maintainable. He would have been doing this in the course 
of his employment, and his master would have been liable for 
his negligence, and none the less that the accident occurred 
while the driver was drunk. Upon the master lies the respon- 
sibility of selecting suitable persons to act for him in his 
business, and the case was referred to by Buacksury, J., in 
Williams v. Jones (3 H. & C., at p. 609) as “the ordinary 
case where a master, selecting a coachman he believes to he 
sober, sends him out with orders to drive quietly, and the 
coachman gets drunk and drives furiously.” Moreover, if 
no one had got upon the box, but if, while the driver 
was inside the cab, the horse had run away and then the acci- 
dent had happened, it is probable that here too the proprietor 
would have been liable. The accident would have been the 
natural result of the driver’s negligence in the management of 
the cab, and would have occurred in the course of his service 
within the principle of Limpus v. London General Omnibus Co. 
(il W. RB. 149, 1 H. & C., at p. 537) where it was said: “If a 
master employs a servant to drive and manage a carriage, the 
master is responsible for any misconduct of the servant in 








driving and managing it, which must be considered as having 
resulted from the performance of the duty intrusted to him.” 
It is neither unnatural nor uncommon for a cabdriver to rest 
inside his cab when his services are not required. But the case 
is completely altered when a stranger takes possession of the 
cab, and by his own negligent driving causes an accident. The 
master’s liability is always limited by the principle that the 
damage complained of shall be the natural result of his servant’s 
conduct, but now, although the servant’s conduct has given an 
opportunity for the subsequent events, and is therefore the 
remote cause, yet the immediate cause is the intervention of the 
stranger, and beyond this the law does not look. 





WE HAVE ASSUMED in theaboveremarksthat therelation between 
the cab proprietor and the driver is that of master and servant, and 
that such is the case within the metropolitan area is well settled. 
Primd facie, of course, the relation is that of bailor and bailee. 
According to the usual custom in the cab trade the driver applies 
to the proprietor for the use of a cab and horse upon the terms 
that out of the earnings the driver shall pay a fixed sum, retain- 
ing all the rest for his own use. The owner supplies the horse 
with food, but on the vehicle leaving his yard in the morning 
his control over it for the day absolutely ceases. Under these 
circumstances the driver is the hirer of the cab and not the ser- 
vant of the proprietor, and such appears to be the relation of the 
parties as between themselves: Fowler v. Lock (23 W. R. 415, 
L. R. 7 C. P. 272). But, in considering the relation of the two 
as regards the public, the effect of the statutes regulating hackney 
carriages (1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 22, and 6 & 7 Vict. c. 86) has to be 
taken into account. By section 20 of the former Act it is pro- 
vided that every hackney carriage shall at all times have upon it 
a plate with the Christian name and surname of the proprietor, 
and the latter also contains provisions shewing that, so far as the 
public are concerned, the cab is to be treated as under the con- 
trol of the owner. Hence it was said in Powles v. Hider (6 E. & 
B. 207) that he must be considered to hold himself out to the 
world as proprietor, and he must incur the liabilities of pro- 
prietor to all persons using the cab with the authority of the 
driver in the ordinary course of dealing. And this was approved 
in Venables v. Smith (25 W. R. 584, 2 Q. B. D. 279), where 
Cocxgurn, C.J., said that the provisions of the Acts of Parlia- 
ment altered what would otherwise be the relation of the pro- 
prietor and driver, and for the protection of the public produced 
the result that, as regards mischief done by the driver, the 
relation of master and servant exists so far as to render the 
proprietor responsible for the acts of the driver. 





THE JupGMENT of the Court of Appeal, affirming that of 
Mr. Justice Maruew, in the case of Bottems v. The Mayor and 
Corporation of York has settled definitely a point of consider- 
able interest and importance. The material facts were 
these: In March, 1891, the defendants invited tenders for 
the construction of certain sewers along the banks of the 
Ouse. The contract and specification contained, inter alia, 
the following conditions: (1) The work was to be executed 
to the satisfaction of the engineer of the corporation. (2) On 
the failure of the contractor to comply with any of the 
engineer’s requisitions, the corporation was to be entitled to 
terminate the contract and seize his plant. (3) The engineer 
was empowered, if he saw fit, to alter the character or level of 
the work at any time during its progress. (4) The contractor 
was not to receive extra payment in respect of any such altera- 
tions unless the orders of the engineer were given in writing. 
The specification contained no reference to the character of the 
soil in which the sewers were to be placed. The plaintiff, Mr. 
Borrems, sent in a tender—fixing his price at £55,000. He 
arrived at this amount without having taken any borings or 
excavations, and adhered to it in spite of a significant in- 
timation from the corporation that his tender was 6x- 
ceptionally low, and obtained the contract! The hour of 
disillusion quickly came. Mr. Borrems found that the soil 
was so muddy that he had to prop it up with timbers to 
prevent it from falling in; the difficulty increased as he went 
on ; the engineer, exercising his powers under the specification, 
gave verbal orders for extensive alterations in the level of the 
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work, and, at length, after 136 feet of sewers had been com- 
pleted, Mr. Borrems found that he could not carry out the con- 
tract without ruining himself. The usual results followed. He 
appealed to the corporation either to pay him for the extra work 
as day work, or to recoup the out-of-pocket expenses which it 
was occasioning him. His prayer was rejected. Then he threw 
up his contract and dismissed his workmen ; the corporation 
seized his plant, and he brought an action for the purpose either 
of securing a modification of the contract or of recovering his 
outlay. Practically, the question of law raised by these circum- 
stances resolved itself into this, whether a contractor or his 
employers must bear the burden of an enormous increase of 
expense caused by the muddy and unstable nature of the soil on 
which certain works are to be constructed, when neither party 
has previously ascertained the fact, and the specification throws 
no light on the incidence of liability. Both Mr. Justice Marnew 
and the Court of Appeal held that in such a case the risk lies 
with the contractor, and upon the authorities it is difficult to see 
how any other decision was possible. The case could not be 
brought within the well-known obiter dictum of Lord Cartrns in 
Thorn v. Mayor, §¢., of London (1876, 1 App. Cas., at pp. 127-8), 
that if extra work demanded from a contractor was not within the 
contract at all, he might throw up the contract or claim a guantum 
meruit, The extra work which Mr. Borrems was called upon to per- 
form was clearly within the competence of the engineer to re- 
quire. The ratio decidendi in Thorn’s case was against him. Even 
if the specification had stated that the descriptions which it con- 
tained were ‘‘ believed to be correct,” there would have been no 
implied warranty of their correctness on the part of the defend- 
ants. Again, Mr. Borrems had contracted to execute the work to 
“the satisfaction of the engineer,” and in such cases the honest 
decision of the engineer is final (cf. De Morgan, Snell, & Co. v. 
Rio Janeiro Flour Co., 1892, 8 Times L. R. 292). And finally, 
under his contract he had no claim for payment for extra work 
unless the engineer’s order for it had been given in writing— 
a concession on which he could not insist. 





In THE cAsE of Re Toyle (ante, p. 647) Kexewicu, J., very 
naturally declined to recognize Ifllington v. Thompson (3 Ir. Ch. 
R. 236) as an authority for the proposition that a recital in the 
will of a testator that the testator had guaranteed the payment 
of certain debts was a sufficient ‘memorandum or note in 
writing” within the meaning of the 4th section of the Statute of 
Frauds. Millington v. Thompson was a case of acknowledgment 
of a sum of money, secured by a judgment, under section 40 of 
the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833. By that section, now 
replaced by section 8 of the Act of 1874, an acknowledgment, to 
be effectual, must be in writing, and must be given by the 
person liable to pay, or his agent, to the person entitled or his 
agent. Upon the requirement here and in similar enactments, 
that it must be given to the person entitled, the courts have taken 
a very liberal view, and it seems to be sufficient if it is contained 
in any document which is either given to him or to which he 
will necessarily have access. Thus, an admission of title in a 
deed is sufficient if the person whose title is in question is a 
party (Jayne v. Hughes, 10 Ex. 430), but otherwise if he is not 
(Lucas v. Dennison, 13 Sim. 584; Batchelor v. Middleton, 6 
Hare, 75). So of pleadings in an action, where these are 
signed by the person making the admission and the person 
entitled is a party (Goode v. Job, 1 E. & E.6; Blair v. Nugent, 3 
Jo. & Lat. 673); and the principle has sreqeeeey been applied 
to statements made in the course of ban tcy proceedings 
(Barrett v. Birmingham, 4 Ir. Eq. R. 537), But Afillington v. 
Thompson went much further, and it is doubtful whether it 
can be supported. There a testator had by his will directed 
poyment to the plaintiff out of a particular fund of a judgment 

ebt of £1,000 provided he acted as executor. He did not act 
as executor, but he claimed that this direction operated as an 
acknowledgment of his debt, and Biacxsuryg, L.C., held that it 
did. The will was intended for his benefit and was accessible to 
him, and hence, it was said, was as much given to him as the 
acknowledgment in an insolvent’s schedule in the bankruptcy 
cases. It is to be noticed, however, that in acknowledgments of 
this kind all that is required is an admission given to the proper 

y. Where, on the other hand, as in the case of an acknow- 
edgment of a simple contract debt, an admission is not sufficient, 





but a new promise to pay is required, mere statements in a 
document to which the person entitled has access are ineffectual. 
There must be a promise in writing given directly by one party 
to the other, and hence an acknowledgment made in bankruptcy 
proceedings, though sufficient where no more than an admission is 
required, does not operate as a promise to pay so as to revive a 
simple contract debt: Zverett v. Robertson (28 L. J. Q. B. 23). 
A consideration of these authorities shews clearly that, whether 
or not Millington v. Thompson was correctly decided, it is quite 
inapplicable to the case of a guarantee. This, as the language 
of the Statute of Frauds shews, is an agreement between the 
parties, and the memorandum in writing which the statute re- 
quires must be a record of the agreement drawn up in such a 
manner as to make the agreement binding as between the 
parties. In other words, it must turn the parol agreement into 
a written one. A note made by one party for the management 
of his own affairs, even if under certain circumstances it might 
be admission, clearly cannot constitute an agreement. 





In spire of the rule that everything of which a testator has 
not disposed falls into the residue, and consequently goes to the 
residuary legatees, the courts have undoubtedly treated such 
legatees with some harshness when a gift to one of themselves 
has failed. At first sight it might be supposed that a share of 
residue which in the result is undis of would sink, like a 
lapsed legacy, into the rest of the residue, and be divisible among 
the other residuary legatees, but forsome unaccountable reason 
the law has been settled in a different manner. The share is 
treated as absolutely undisposed of, and goes to the next of kin 
or heir-at-law. In Skrymsher v. Northcote (1 Swan. 566) it was 
said to be clear on the authorities that a part of the residue of 
which the disposition fails will not accrue in augmentation of the 
remaining parts, but will devolve as undis of, and the same 
rule was adopted in Humble v. Shore (7 ae 247, 1 H. & M, 
550), although in that case there was a direction that the share 
of residue should sink, if the gift of it failed, into the residue 
and be disposed of accordingly. It was held by Wieraw, V.C., 
that the share did not go over to the residuary legatees, but was 
undisposed of and went, so far as it consisted of personal estate, 
to the next of kin, and so far as it was real estate, to the heir- 
at-law. This decision was affirmed by Lord Corrennaw, 
C., and was followed in Lightfoot v. Burstall (12 W. R. 
148, 1 H. & M. 546) and Re Beviss’s Trusts (20 W. R. 
359). Naturally, however, it has not passed unchallenged, and 
it was severely criticized by Jesset, M.R., in Crawshaw v. Craw- 
shaw (29 W. R. 68, 14 Ch. D. 817), where, although he admitted 
that it was a binding authority, he evaded it on the ground of 
difference in the words of the will. This was done also by 
Bacon, V.C., in Lane v. Rhoades (29 Ch. D. 142), and the same 
course has now been adopted by Currry, J., in Owen v. Wood 
(ante, p. 539). Here the residue was divisible into fifths, with a 
direction that, if the gift of certain shares which were settled 
ultimately failed, they should sink into the residue, and should 
be disposed of accordingly, or as near thereto as circumstances 
should then admit. These last words Carrry, J., made use of 
to escape from the authority of Humble v. Shore, and gave a 
lapsed share among the other residuary legatees. It would be 
more logical, and also more in accordance with the wishes of 
testators, if the same were done in every case. 





The list—already a long one—(says the Daily News) of the things that 
Lord Coleridge is not supposed to know has received two notable additions 
at the Derbyshire Assizes. A witness in cross-examination stated that he 
had expressed the opinion that a certain bill for stoves was ‘‘ a warm 
one.’’ ‘* Excuse my ignorance,’’ interrupted the Lord Chief Justice, 
** but what does ‘warm’ mean?’’ The answer was “‘ warm for them who 
are so foolish as to think they can buy at the price and have a dividend.”’ 
‘** If you said (observed the still unenlightened judge) that it would be 
warm for the stoves I could understand. Did you mean that?’’ but the 
only reply obtained was ‘‘I cannot say.’’ Shortly afterwards the same 
witness admitted that he might have said ‘‘ If it catches on it will increase 
our takings.’’ This again provoked the learned judge to put the question, 
‘* What do you mean by ‘catches on’?" ‘* Opens the eyes of the public, 
my lord,’’ was the reply. ‘‘ Catches on to the public so as to open their 
eyes?’’ suggested the Lord Chief Justice inquiringly. ‘‘Shews what 

rices they have to pay, my lord,”’ replied the witness; but here the 
Pord Chief Justice seems to have given the thing up in despair, 
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THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY AND LEGAL 
EDUCATION. 


From the statement made by the president at the annual general 
meeting of the Incorporated Law Society it appears that the 
council have decided to abolish lectures and to adopt a dif- 
ferent system. It is easy enough to knock down, but it is 
much more difficult to build up, and the president carefully and 
wisely abstained from telling the meeting what new scheme was 
to be adopted. 

It has for years been a fact patent to everyone that the 
lectures at the Law Institution were a failure, and were carried 
on at a considerable loss, and this failure has, we believe, been 
entirely due to the circumstance that the students have gone to 
“coaches” instead of attending the society’s lectures. We 
remember the time when the lectures were very well attended, 
but that was before the establishment of the Honours Examina- 
tion. Before that time it was more or less of a disgrace not to 
be able to pass the examination without assistance, and only the 
‘‘duffers”” had recourse to the “coaches”; but since that time 
it has grown into a recognized practice for everyone to go to 
them, and no stigma attaches to doing so. In fact, persons 
preparing for any examination, be it law, medicine, or the army, 

ve recourse to the “coach.” We do not think that this can 
be avoided, and, after a careful consideration of all the circum- 
stances of the case, we do not wish that it should be avoided. 
There has been a great prejudice against the ‘‘coach,” but this, 
like the prejudice against lawyers themselves, is dying out. 
There is no doubt that the “‘coaches’” do a large amount of 
useful work. If they were not successful in imparting a sound 
knowledge of principle they would not pass their pupils, and 
their occupation would be gone. Their existence and success is 
only another instance of the survival of the fittest, and of the 
usefulness of individualism over officialism. It is a great mistake 
to imagine that all that is learned at the crammer’s is forgotten as 
soon as the pupil passes the examination. In most cases—that 
is, of course, when the students have any capacity—the founda- 
tion of a sound legal education is laid, together with the power 
of acquiring and using the greatest amount of information in 
the shortest possible time. To most of us this power of cram- 
ming is invaluable, and without a properly developed capacity 
for it we should be nowhere. Tako, for instance, the president 
for the time being of the Incorporated Law Society—and we 
have no hesitation in saying that there is hardly a man in 
London who is a better example of this principle. Innumerable 
questions arise in the course of the year which come before the 
council on law, practice, custom, and etiquette, upon which the 
president has to cram himself with information in order to assist 
the council when they have the subjects under consideration, 
and as all this has to be done in the midst of a busy professional 
career, and in the shortest possible time, a president who has 
not the capacity for cramming is likely to cut a poor figure. 

Now that the council have abolished lectures they will have 
either to meet the ‘‘ coaches” on their own ground or set up 
some distinct system for themselves, or practically to abandon 
the notion of teaching. If they attempt to compete with the 
crammers they will have ‘‘a very long row to hoe.” The 
crammer is necessarily a man of ability, and he devotes all 
his energies to acquiring the best mode of imparting in- 
formation, and his success in life depends on the pro- 
portion of his pupils who pass the examinations. It is 
hopeless to rival him in his peculiar methods. There has 
been a rumour that the council intend to call in the aid of 
the “coaches,” but in our opinion this would not work. In 
the first place the “‘coaches” would not come in. It would not 
pay the best men to do so, and on the other hand the second or 

ird rate men would not do. It has been stated that the coun- 
cil intend to establish classes. We doubt very much whether a 


large number will be attracted from the “coaches” to the | 


classes. It has been suggested, as a means for increasing the 
number who attend the lectures and classes, that the attendance 
of students at them should be made compulsory, but we much 
question the expediency of adopting this plan. It would be 
most unfair to country articled clerks, and we do not think it 
would be of much assistance to those resident in London. 

Nearly a year ago, before Mr. Avpison read his paper at 


Plymouth, we suggested that the lectures and classes should be 
altogether abolished, and we then proposed that the money 
spent on them should be devoted to the establishment of prizes, 
And although we are not prepared with any ready-made scheme 
for adoption by the council, we are not at all sure that it would not 
be a wise thing for them practically to give up teaching and 
confine themselves to examination simply. It is true that the 
Solicitors Act, 1877, stands in the way of this suggestion, as it 
prescribes that all money paid to the society by articled clerks 
shall be applied in payment of the expenses of the examina- 
tions and with reference to lectures, classes, and other teaching 
provided by the society, but if it were considered desirable it 
would be easy to get this altered. The true course for the 
council seems to us to be to take care that the questions at the 
examinations are so framed as to require a sound knowledge 
of legal principle on the part of the successful candidates, and 
leave them to obtain it as they think best. 

We shall look with interest for the council’s schemc, but we 
are inclined to think that if any attempt is made either to con- 
tinue the system of teaching or to adapt it in any special way 
towards preparation for examinations, the result will be failure. 
All, as it seems to us at present, that can be done is to afford as 
much help and encouragement as possible to students who desire, 
like the articled clerks of old, to instruct themselves. Let a 
students’ room, with a proper library and absolute quiet, be 
provided at the Law Institution, and let a competent person be 
employed to give advice to students as to what books to read 
and how to read them. This was suggested by Mr. Appison ; 
and, with the addition of increased prizes, it seems to us to 
be all that the council can usefully do, in London at any rate. 








THE SMALL HOLDINGS ACT, 1892. 
I, 

Tue Small Holdings Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 31), carries out 
on a larger scale the policy of the Allotments Act, 1887 (50 & 51 
Vict. c. 48), and as it provides for the acquisition of holdings up 
to fifty acres in extent, it is likely to have an important effect 
upon the distribution of land in agricultural districts. Under 
the Allotments Act the sanitary authority of any urban or rural 
district is bound, under certain circumstances, to purchase or 
hire land sufficient to meet the demand for allotments (section 
2), and in case of default their powers in this respect may under 
the Allotments Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 65), be transferred to 
the county council. The same section also provided that land 
should not be acquired save at such price or rent that, in the 
opinion of the sanitary authority, all expenses incurred in 
acquiring it, or otherwise in relation to the allotments, might 
reasonably be expected to be recouped out of the rents payable 
by the tenants, and section 7 enforced this by the enactment 
that the rents of the allotments should be fixed at an amount 
not less than such as might reasonably be expected to ensure 
the sanitary authority from loss. The acquisition of land was 
to be in the first instance by agreement (section 3), and the 
provisions of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, 
applicable to such purchases were incorporated ; but, if suitable 
land could not thus be acquired, the compulsory clauses of the 
last-mentioned Act might be put in force under a provisional 
order made by the county authority, an expression intended by 
anticipation to refer to the county councils then about to be 
established. By section 7 it was further provided that no person 
should hold au allotment exceeding one acre, and that an allot- 
ment should not be sub-let. 

Comparing this scheme generally with that now introduced 
for the acquisition of small holdings, it is to be noticed that the 
working of the Act is intrusted to the county councils, though 
whether they shall put it in force or not is left entirely to their 
discretion. With respect to cost, the same policy is pursued as 
in the case of allotments, and land is only to be acquired when 
the price is such that, in the opinion of the council, all the ex- 
penses incurred in relation thereto will be recouped out of the 
purchase-money or the rent of the land when it is sold or let by 
the council (section 15). But as to the mode of acquisition 








there is an important difference. Lands are to be taken by 
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agreement only, and, in the event of the available supply being 
insufficient to meet the demand for holdings, there is no provision 
for meeting it by compulsory purchase. The size of the holding 
may vary from one to fifty acres (section 1), and each holding is 
to be cultivated by the owner or occupier as the case may be, 
who is forbidden to use it for any purpose other than agriculture, 
and is not to divide, assign, or let it without the consent of the 
county council. a 
Turning now to the particular provisions of the Act, these are 
contained chiefly in Part I., which deals, in sixteen sections, 
with the ‘‘provision of small holdings by county councils.” 
By sub-section (2) of section 1 a small holding is defined as 
“land acquired by a council under the powers and for the pur- 
poses of this Act, and which exceeds one acre, and either does 
not exceed fifty acres, or, if exceeding fifty acres, is of an 
annual value for the purposes of the income tax not exceeding 
£50.” The limits of a small holding being thus ascertained, 
the leading provision of the Act is given in sub-section (1). If 
a county council are of opinion that there is such a demand for 


small holdings in their county as justifies them in putting this- 


tof the Act into operation they may acquire any suitable 

d for the purpose of providing small holdings for persons 
who desire to buy and will themselves cultivate tho holdings. 
These words suggest that the subsequent sections may be con- 
veniently grouped according as they relate to (1) the mode of 
putting the council in motion ; (2) the acquisition of land by the 
council; (3) the disposal of land by the council, including the 

ting of small holdings and the dealing with superfluous 
lands; and (4) the conditions to be observed by the persons in 
occupation of the small holdings. 

1. The mode of putting the county council in motion—The Act 
appears to contemplate that the county council will be put in 
motion by a petition presented under section 5. This provides 
by sub-section (1) that any county council may, and every 
county council not being a council of a county borough shall, 
appoint a committee to consider whether the circumstances of 
the county justify the council in putting the Act into operation, 
and under sub-section (2) any one or more county electors may 
present a petition to the county council alleging that there is a 
demand for small holdings in the county, and praying for the 
Act to be put into operation. The petition will be referred to 
the committee appointed under the section, and they, on being 
satisfied that it is presented in good faith and on reasonable 
grounds, will cause an inquiry into the circumstances to be 
made, and report the result to the council. Nothing is said as 
to the manner in which the inquiry is to be conducted, whether 
by evidence given before the committee, or by the appointment 
of an officer to hold a public inquiry in the aectesgl | division 
where the demand for small holdings is said to exist, or in any 
other way. But since the committee are directed not to “hold an 
inquiry,” but to “cause an inquiry to be made,” it seems as 
though an inquiry by some person or persons other than them- 
selves was contemplated. If so, no provision seems to be made 
for the expenses attending it. The report when laid before the 
council will enable them to form an ‘ opinion” under section 1 
whether the demand for small holdings justifies them in putting 
the Act into operation, but though this will be the usual way of 
getting the council to move in the matter there appears to be no 
reason why they should not also act of their own accord. 

2. The acquisition of land by the council_—The language of 
section 1 implies that land taken for the purposes of the Ket is 
to be purchased by the county council and sold by them to 
applicants for holding, but under certain circumstances land may 
be both hired on lease and let by the council. Thus, under 
section 2, where land, through its proximity to a town or suit- 
ries | for building purposes, has a prospective value which 
forbids its purchase for agricultural purposes, the council ma 
hire it on lease or otherwise for the purpose of letting it in small 
holdings. Ordinarily, however, the land will be purchased, and 
for the purpose of such purchase the Lands Clauses Acts are, by 
section 3 (1), incorporated with the present Act, except the pro- 
Visions of those Acts with respect to the taking of land otherwise 
than by agreement. 

, Section 12 contains a somewhat vague provision, which is 
intended apparently to be an extension of the powers of a tenant 
for life under the Settled Land Act, 1882. Under section 4 (1) 








of that Act every sale by a tenant for life is tobe made at the 
price that can reasonably be obtained. But now, when 
settled land is sold to a county council for the purposes of the 
present Act, the price is to be such as, “having regard to the 
said purposes and to all the circumstances of the case,” is the 
best that can reasonably be obtained. It is not altogether easy 
to see how the fact that the land is being sold for the p 
of the Act can influence the price, and it is still more Houbtful 
what are the other circumstances of the case which- can be 
properly taken into consideration. The Legislature may, per 
aps, have had a notion that philanthropically disposed land- 
owners would assist in the creation of a class of small farmers 
by selling land to county councils at less than the market value, 
and perhaps it was intended that tenants for life should be at 
liberty to exercise a discretion in the same direction. But this 
is merely conjecture, and there is no express authorization of 
such a course. No one is compelled to sell land, and having 
regard to the size of the holdings and the terms upon which 
they are to be resold, there seems to be no reason why the fuli 
price should not be obtained in the first instance. At any rate, 
tenants for life will hardly be safe in assuming that section 12 
justifies them in gratifying their own charitable desires at the 
expense of their successors. A more tangible extension of the 
powers of a tenant for life is contained in section 13, which 
authorizes a grant of settled land at a fee farm or other rent 
secured by condition of re-entry or otherwise as may be agreed 
upon. 

Fthe purchase of land by a county council is to be followed 
(section 10) by an application by the council for their registra- 
tion as proprietors thereof with an absolute title under the 
Land Transfer Act, 1875, and, if the Act has any extensive 
operation, work will thus at length be provided for the Land 
Registry Office. It is a little curious to observe that efforts at 
compulsory registration have been successfully resisted as long 
as those upon whom the expense must fall have been able to 
make their voices heard in the matter, and that they are first 
successful where, from the nature of the case, no such opposi- 
tion was possible. By section 6 (1) the purchase-money for each 
small holding sold by the county council is to include the costs 
of registration of title, and they are in this manner ingeniously 
concealed from the person by whom they will be ultimately 
borne. When, as the Act requires, the purchase-money has 
once been fixed by the council in such a manner as to secure 
them against loss, applicants will have no choice but to take 
the land at this price cr leave it, and as their desire to have the 
land, and the necessity of paying only a part of the price at 
once, will usually prevent them from inquiring too carefully 
into the amount, they will quite unsuspectingly pay, in addi- 
tion to the proper value of the land, the fees of the Land 
Registry. Compulsory registration which has been rejected by 
landowners is thus carefully wrapped up and offered in the 
guise of a present to the new class of small farmers. All they 
will know is that they have got land with a registered title, and 
that, whatever the purchase-money may be, they are paying 
it on easy terms. All the Land Registry have to think about is 
that after years of waiting they are thus going to get an 
indefinite number of customers. It must be allowed that the 
arrangement is one which reflects considerable credit on the 
ingenuity of the persons interested in justifying the existence of 
that office. 

3. The disposal of land by the council.—After land has been 
acquired by a county council under the Act, it will usually be 
necessary, in the first instance, to adapt it for the purpose of 
holdings ; these holdings will have to be distri ibuted among appli 
cants, and arrangements made for their m ent gen y; 
and land which the council find left upon their hands will have to 
be disposed of. Powers to this effect, therefore, are contained in 
the Act, and section 16 (1) provides that the powers with respect 
to the adaptation of land, and the sale, letting, and management 
of any holdings may be delegated to a committee. The com- 
mittee is to consist of the county councillor representing the 
electoral division in which the holdings are situate ; two other 
members of the county council; and two of the allotment 
managers for the district elected under the Allotments Act, 1887, 
or, where the holdings are within the limits of a municipal 
borough, two members of the borough council. 
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As to the powers of adaptation, these are contained in section 
3, sub-sections (2) and (3). Under the former, the county 
council may, if they think fit, before sale or letting, adapt land 
for small holdings by dividiig and fencing it, making occupation 
roads, and executing any other works, such as works for the 
provision of drainage or water supply, which can be more 
economically and efficiently executed for the land as a whole. 
Moreover, by sub-section (3) they may, as part of the agree- 
ment for the sale or letting of a small holding, adapt it for its 

by erecting such buildings or making such adaptations 
of existing buildings as are required for the due occupation of 
the holding, and cannot be made by the tenant or occupier. 





REVIEWS. 
PROBATE AND ADMINISTRATION. 


THE LAW AND PRACTICE RELATING TO PROBATE AND ADMINISTRA- 
Tion. By L. D. Pow es, Barrister-at-Law, and T. W. H. OAKLEY, 
of the Probate Registry, Somerset House. (Berne A THIRD EDITION 
OF BROWNE ON PROBATE, ENLARGED, REARRANGED, AND IN GREAT 
PART REWRITTEN). Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

The present edition is a considerable improvement on its prede- 
cessor, and the portion of the work which is devoted to law, as 
distinct from practice, constitutes a useful digest of cases. We cannot 
say that all the recent decisions in all the reports are collected, but 
considerable diligence has been shewn in incorporating the more 
important cases down to a very recent date, and the convenient 
practice is followed of giving references in the footnotes to each series 
of reports. A peculiar feature of the book is the frequent references 
to the 9th edition of Williams on Executors, which is not yet, we 
believe, available to the public. This is explained in the preface as 
being due to the fact thatthe authors had been furnished with 
advanced proofs of the new edition. The references may be useful 
hereafter, but the authors should hardly have relied on a verbatim 
ag from the forthcoming work for a statement of the effect of 

e Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, on the testamentary capa- 
city of married women; the subject is one which should have been 
independently considered and fully discussed. The characteristic of 
the book is not, however, original disquisition. The Intestates’ Estates 
Act, 1890, is printed without a single observation, except a reference 
in a footnote to a case in which the court did not make a grant under 
the Act. Mr. Justice Chitty’s remarks in Re T'wigg’s Estate (40 W. R. 
297, reported in March last) might have furnished material for a good 
deal of useful observation. The practical directions by Mr. Oakley 
are clear, accurate, and complete. An appendix of nearly 300 pages 
contains the statutes, orders, costs, fees, and forms. 





LAW QUARTERLY REVIEW. 
Law QUARTERLY Review. Edited by Sir FrepEerick Po.tock, 
Bart., M.A., LL.D. July, 1892. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Mr. Malcolm McIlwraith contributes to this number of the Law 
Quarterly Review a very readable sketch of criminal fate ir + 
France. The following passage presents in forcible language its main 
defect :—‘‘ The whole aim and object of the procedure is, as soon as 
the authorities become convinced of the prisoner’s guilt—a conviction 
at which they frequently arrive with unwarrantable haste—to force taat 
unhappy individual to confess his sins. Physical torture has been 
abolished, 2s most people are aware, for some time in criminal pro- 
cedure, but it is doubtful whether the rack and the thumbscrew were 
much harder to bear than the mental torture to which prisoners are 
j in France from their first interview with the juge d’in- 
struction to the close of their trial at the cour d’assises.’’ In theory, 
of course, @ prisoner is presumed to be innocent until his guilt has 
been proved in France as uch as in England, but unfortunately the 
practical tendency of the inquisitorial examination to which he is 
subjected is to prejudice him in the eyes of his judges. Mr. Beven 
discusses the maxim Volenti non fit injuria in relation to the decision 
of the House of Lords in Smith v. Baker, his object being apparently 
to discriminate between the use of the maxim as a defence, where, by 
reason of the default of duty on the part of the defendant employer, | 
the plaintiff, his employ/, has a prima facie case; and its use as | 
shewing that, in the absence of sach breach of duty, the plaintiff | 
must establish ignorance of the risk on his own part, and | 
knowledge on the part of his master, before he has a cause | 
of action. No one, perhaps, is more fitted to deal with the | 
subject than Mr. Beven, but we could wish that he had made 
the article somewhat easier reading. In ‘Trusteeship and 
mey” Mr. Charles Sweet draws attention to the necessity 
distinguishing between trusts which are really created in order to 








secure the beneficial enjoyment of property to the cestui que trusts, 
and which fall properly within the protection of the law, and those 
where the alleged trust is only a mask to cover the liability of the 
real party to a transaction, and in which he ought to be treated as 
principal, the nominal trustee being his agent. The question arises 
chiefly in connection with assignments of leases and dealings in 
shares, but the courts are apparently competent to deal with any such 
abuse of the system of trusts on the principle that a transaction must 
be judged by its nature and not merely by its form. We can com- 
mend to readers interested in shipping matters Mr. Carver’s article 
on ‘“‘ Expenses at a Port of Refuge,” in which he advocates legislation 
on the subject of general average with a view to giving effect to the 
York Antwerp Rules of 1890. It is not a difficult matter, at least in 
Mr. Carver’s hands, to point out the theoretical rules which should 
govern the apportionment of expenses in such matters as the unload- 
ing, warehousing, and reloading of cargo when a ship puts intoa 
port of refuge, whether for the common safety or for the sake of 
ordinary repairs. But the theory of the law and the practice of 
average adjusters is at variance, notably in this, and, to a smaller 
extent in other countries also; and it would be an obvious advantage 
to bring the law into conformity with the rules to which the exigencies 
of business have given rise. 





BOOKS RECEIVED, 


A Treatise on the Principles of the Law of Compensation. By 
C. A. Cripps, M.A., B.C.L. Third Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited), 


The Parliamentary Elections Corrupt and Illegal Practices Preven- 
tion Acts, 1854 to 1889, with Explanatory Notes and Cases, forming 
a Complete Guide to the Law and Practice of Parliamentary Elec- 
tions; with a full and copious Index and an Appendix of Rules, 
Forms, and Statutes. Second Edition. By C. A. V. ConYBEARE, 
M.P., Barrister-ut-Law. Waterlow Bros. & Layton (Limited). 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE ACCOUNTS OF TRADING COMPANIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—The article on this subject in your issue of the 16th inst. must 
have been read with great interest by many. The position of affairs 
which it discloses would appear to be eminently unsatisfactory. 

The credit of limited companies must be prejudicially affected were 
it generally known that ia the view of the law they are under no 
obligation to replace lost capital before paying a dividend. Apart 
from this, substantial injustice might in many cases be done to 
holders of preference shares entitled to a preference on winding up. 
Is it not a case which should be dealt with by the Legislature ¥ 

And should not an obligation be imposed upon directors and 
auditors to satisfy themselves by all reasonable inquiry that the 
capital is substantially intact before recommending the payment of a 
dividend? It is obvious that the expression ‘ balance sheet” is 
most misleading when applied to a statement of assets and liabilities 
made out in the manner sanctioned by the cases mentioned in your 
article. J. F.B 


July 21. 





A WARNING. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—In the belief that my firm’s melancholy fate may prove 4 
beacon of warning to other solicitors, I venture to ask you to give 
publicity to the following tale of woe. 

Shortly before Whitsuntide an Oriental youth of prepossessing ap- 
pearance and winning manners was announced to me by the nume of 
Balkrishna Agaskar. He represented that he had come to Europe 
some months previously as private secretary to an Indian potentate 
then on his travels, but had been taken seriously ill in Paris and had 
been finally left there in 4 hospital. He described in touching terms 
the sufferings he had undergone, the exhaustion of the sum left with 
him for his expenses, and his ultimate arrival in London on the day 
of his visit to my firm, destitute of resources, but provided with a 
passage back to Bombay, in evidence of which latter fact he produced 
a letter from the India Office to a City firms~which appeared to 
identify him as the individual whose passage had been taken. 

He then referred to the relations between my firm and a leading 
firm of solicitors in Bombay, described himself as the son of a native 
judge and brother of an articled clerk in the office of the firm im 
question, and assured me that the senior partner had warmly com- 
inended him to my paternal care if he should find himself in any 
difficulty. Finally, that he was now in a great difficulty, as he could 
not get off till the following week, and had nothing to in on mean- 
while. 

The result of this narrative was an advance of £5 against a written 





noti 





of the 
ted as 
arises 
Zs in 
y such 
L must 


com- 
irticle 
lation 
to the 
ast in 
hould 
load- 
nto a 
ke of 
ice of 
aller 
itage 
ncies 


B 
ted}, 
ven- 
ning 
tlec- 
ales, 
\RE, 


Lust 
airs 


rere 
no 
art 


up. 


nd 
the 
fa 

is 
ies 
yur 


ve 


p- 
of 





















THE SOLICIT 





ORS’ JOURNAL. [Vol. 36.] 665 





uly 23, 1892. 
y 





request to the firm in Bombay to procure for us repayment of the | notice, applications in urgen 


amount through his father. 

A few days later the same youth called, and, in my absence from 
town, extracted a second £5 from my partner on the assurance that 
he was not quite able to manage on the first advance, and that I had 
promised to let him have whatever he required. He readily gave a 
request to the firm in Bombay in the same terms as before.“ My faith 
was shaken, but not actually crushed, when I learnt what had 
occurred on this occasion. 

In due course I forwarded the documents to Bombay, and in due 
course I have now been informed that the coloured gentleman 
swindled us, and that we are not by any means the only victims. I 
will not say thdt that refiection is a source of joy to me, but the 
knowledge that there are companions in misfortune does tend to 
soothe lacerated feelings 

Should this accomplished thief call on any solicitor who has chanced 
to see this letter, I trust that he may be detained in pleasing converse 
while the nearest policeman is fetched, and that I may be permitted 
to repeat this anecdote in the witness box. 

By what I must venture to describe as a stroke of genius, our 
visitor on both occasions Jaid stress on his great anxiety to obtain 
admission to the House of Commons and hear a debate, and begged 
us to procure him an order. I am not prepared to say whether the 
Whitsuntide Recess robbed him of an intellectual treat, or prevented 
him from robbing some member of the House, but I lean to the latter 
belief. EDWARD F, TURNER. 

101, Leadenhall-street, London, July 21. 

[Since the above letter was in type it would appear that the enter- 
prising Parsee has been captured. But as Mr. Turner’s amusing 
warning may be useful in other cases of attempted fraud, we print 
his communication,—Eb. S. J.] 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Lone Vacation, 1892. 
Notice. 

During the Vacation until further notice :—All applications which 
may require to be immediately or promptly heard, are to be made to 
the judges who for the time being shall act as Vacation Judges. 

Mr. Justice Bruce, one of the Vacation Judges, will, until further 
notice, sit in Chancery Court I., Royal Courts of Justice, at 11 a.m. 
on Wednesday in every week, commencing on Wednesday, 17th of 
August, for the purpose of hearing such applications of the above 
nature as, according to the practice in the Chancery Division, are 
usually heard in court. 

No case will be placed in the judge’s paper unless leave has been 
previously obtained, or a certificate of counsel that the case requires to 
be immediately or promptly heard, and stating concisely the reasons, 
is left with the papers. 

The necessary papers, relating to every application made to the 
Vacation Judges (see notice below as to judges’ papers) are to be left 
with the cause clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers 
(Room 136), Royal Courts of Justice, before 1 o’clock on the Monday 
previous to the day on which the application is intended to be made. 
When the cause clerk is not in attendance, they may be left at Room 
136, under cover, addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery 
Vacation Papers, or they may be sent by post, but in either case so as 
to be received by the time aforesaid. 

In any case of great urgency, the brief of counsel is to be sent to 
the judge by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied by office copies of the 
affidavits in support of the application, and also by a minute, on a 
separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the order he may 


t chancery matters may be made to his 
lordship at Yewhurst, South Hill, Bromley, Kent. 


JUDGES’ PAPERS. 


The following papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be left 
with the cause clerk in attendance at the Chancery i 2 
Chambers (Room 136), on or before the Monday previous to the day 
on which the application to the judge is intended to be made :— 

‘ oe certificate of urgency, or note of special leave granted 
y the judge. 

2. Two copies of writ and two copies of pleadings (if any) and any 
other documents shewing the nature of the application. 

3. Two copies of rotice of motion. 
cit 9g copy affidavits in support, and also affidavits in answer 
if any). 

N.B.—Solicitors are requested when the application has been dis- 
posed of to apply at once to the judge’s clerk in court for the return 
of their papers. 

Notice To Souicirors. 
(Chancery Registrars’ Office.) 

The Chancery Registrars’ Office will be open daily. On Tuesday, 
the 16th August, and on the same day in every succeeding week 
during the Vacation, the registrar in attendance will see solicitors 
requiring alterations necessary in orders to be acted on by the pay- 
master; but the order, and any necessary papers, and a notification 
of the amendment as required by the 27th of the Supreme Court 
Funds Rules, 1886, ought to be left at his seat not later than 12 
o’clock on the previous day, ; 








CASES OF Ti WEEK, 


High Court—Chanceéry Division. 
CALLENDER v. GRANT—Chitty, J., 20th July. 


Foreicn ACTION ON PRETENDED ConTRACT—ENGLISH ACTION TO CANCEL THE 
SAME— UNDERTAKING TO STAY ForREIGN ACTION AND TO COUNTER-CLAIM IN 
Eneutsh Action—DrismissaL or Countgr-ctarr—No REevrer GIvEN iN 
Eneutsu Actron—Costs or ENGiisH A iN. 


The plaintiff and defendant were English merchants carrying on business 
in London. The defendant, being temporarily in America, sued the 
plaintiff in the American courts on an alleged contract, setting out a 
fictitious document in his complaint. The plaintiff, who denied the 
existence of such contract, brought an action against the defendant on his 
return to London, claiming a declaration that the alleged contract was 
obtained by a trick or by fraud, an order to have the same cancelled and 
delivered up, an injunction against negotiation thereof, and an injunction 
against proceeding with the American action, or publishing advertisements 
of it in the Supreme Court of New York. The defendant’s American 
attorney had attached the plaintiff's property in America. The English 
action having come on first on motion for the above injunctions, cross- 
undertakings were given in the Court of Appeal, the plaintiff undertaking 
to give security for the amount of defendant's claim, and the defendant to 
sharge the attachment, stay all proceedings in America, and prosecute 
case here by counter-claim. The action having now come on for trial, the 
counter-claim broke down utterly, and it was found that the alleged docu- 
ment never existed, nor was there even a verbal contract. The counter- 
claim was dismissed with costs, but the defendant contended that the 
action should also be dismissed, with costs, seeing that none of the relief 
asked for could be given—e g., the court could not order a non-existent 
contract to be cancelled and delivered up, or grant injunctions against 
dealing with it or suing on it. ae 

Currry, J., said the mutual undertakings operated, in effect, as a trans- 
fer of the American action to the English courts. That action was now 
here, and there was only one litigation. The question of granting the in- 
junctions need not be considered any further. The defendant's undertaking 





consider the ap) licant entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently 
stamped, capa 


‘Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery | foreign court. 


Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.” 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
the writ and a certificate of writ issued must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar. 

The chambers of Mr. Justice North will be open on Tuesday, Wed- 
nesday, Thursday, and Friday in every week from 10 to 2 o'clock. 
Mr, Justice Bruce will, until further notice, hear t summonses 
which may be adjourned to him (Room 641) in the Royal Courts of 
Justice (Carey-street: entrance), on Wednesday, 17th of August, at 
10,30 a.m., and subsequently on Wednesday in every week at 10 a.m. 


© of receiving the papers, addressed as follows :— | claim would be a complete defence to any p 


was enough, and, apart from that, his lordship’s ju ent on the counter- 

* niece in any English or 
He should make one judgment in the action and counter- 
y all the costs.—Counssi, Sir Bdward 


claim, and order the defendant to 
itis, Q.C., and Alevander, Q.C. Sour. 


Clarke, S.G., and Swinfen Eady > 


crrors, Drake, Sun, § Parton ; Hyman Montagu. 


[Reported by G. Rowtanp Austox, Barrister-at-Law.) 


THE anaemia x v, THE NORTH METROPOLITAN TRAM- 


Ys CO.—North, J., 15th July. 
Practice—Discoveny—Arripavit or Documents—INrsrrocarories, 
This action was brought by the Attorney-General, at the relation of 


nineteen companies engaged in manufacturing railway carriages, against 


A further time will be appointed for any cases that cannot then be the North Metropolitan ‘Tramways Co., for an injuuction restraining the 


conveniently disposed of. 

Mr. Justice Bruce will also sit for the dis 
business in judges’ chambers on Tuesday and 
until Thursday, 15th of September, On other days during 


sal of Queen’s Bench 


defendant company from manufacturing and selling tramway rolling stock, 
: &o., and from expending any capital raised by the defendant company 
ursday in every week | since 1885 for the aforesaid purposes. The North Metropoli 
© first | Act, 1885, s. 40, provided that the company might, with the consent 


tan Tramways 





part of the vacation until the 17th of September inclusive, or further | of a given proportion of their shareholders, provide, sell, and let tramways, 
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rolling stock, &c., and might use for that purpose their existing works and 
their staff of officers and servants when such officers, &c., were not fully 
employed in manufacturing such rolling stock for the use of the company, 
provided that the said powers should not be exercised for more than five 
years after the passing of the Act without the authority of Parliament, 
* and provided also that the company shall not raise or expend any addi- 
tional capital for the purpose of this section.’’ Two later Acts extended 
the time of five years above-mentioned to ten years, and provided for the 
raising of additional capital, such capital not to be applied for the purposes 
of the said section. In 1891 the defendant company manufactured at their 
works and sold ten tramcars. A summons taken out by the plaintiffs for 
an affidavit of documents and leave to administer interrogatories was dis- 
missed at chambers. This was a motion to discharge the order. 


Norrtn, J., said that he saw no reason in chambers for making an order 
for a general affidavit of documents—all that he was there asked for—that 
the defendant company were a tramway company, a tramway company 
meaning primé facie a company authorized to construct and work tramways, 
but that there was a clause in their Act (section 40 above set out) under 
which the tramways company had a power which they could not have as a 
tramway company, unless it were specially given them, of manufacturing 
and selling to other companies carriages and stock when they could do it 
without interfering with their own business, subject to the restriction at 
the end of the said section; and his lordship continued: Then this in- 
formation is filed by the Attorney-General at the relation of nineteen 
companies for the purpose of stopping the defendant company from doing 
what the Act authorizes them to do, upon the ground that they are doing 
it out of capital which was raised for the purpose of the section, and, 
therefore, which they had not authority to apply for the purpose of carry- 
ing on that trade. That is denied by the defendant company. But the 
Attorney-General asks for a general inspection of all their books relating 
to the matter in question in the action—in short, what is asked for is full 
information from the defendant company carrying on a trade in competition 
with others—full information to. their rivals in trade of how they are 
carrying on this business. In my opinion they are not entitled to it, or to 
anything of the sort, but I do think they are entitled to some information 
as to the capital or moneys which have been applied for the purpose of 
carrying on the busmess. I put that very generally, indeed, because I 
have not had indicated at this moment precisely the form or extent to 
which interrogatories may go; but I do think they are entitled to some 
information in answer to interrogatories upon this point. They have made, 
I will not say a primd facie case, because it isnot a very strong one ; on the 
other hand I do not think the information is demurrable. I think, there- 
fore, they are entitled to some information, but only of a very limited 
character, and only such as is necessary in justice to enable the plaintiffs 
to prosecute their own case, when it may be most unfavourable to the de- 
fendants that their rivals in trade should have thet information. Under 
these circumstances I do not think it is a case, at present at any rate, for 
making any order for an affidavit of documents. I am prepared to give 
the plaintiffs leave to administer interrogatories to the defendants, and I 

id rather hear from Mr. Grosvenor Woods their general outline than 
lay down the line of it myself at present. As regards the person from 
whom the information is to be obtained, they are entitled to have it from 
such persons as can best give it with respect to the matters which are the 
pee for the interrogatories. I therefore dismiss the motion so 

as it seeks to discharge the order, but will give leave to file interroga- 
tories, which must be prepared and considered, with leave to the plaintiffs 
to apply for any other order or direction. And it may be if the interro- 
ies are put and answered there may be some documents which they 
might be entitled to see.—-CounsgL, Grosrenor Woods ; Rowden. Sowicrrors, 
Hargrove § Co. ; H.C. Godfray. 
[Reported by C. F. Duscax, Barrister-at-Law. 


CHADBURN ,. MOORE—Kekewich, J., 13th July. 
Vexpor axp Pcrcuaser—Prrcipat axp AGeNt—Estate AGENT— 
AvtTHuortry—Spreciric PerroxMance. 


This was an action for specific performance of a contract for the sale of 
certain leasehold houses contained in two letters. The first letter was the 
offer of the plaintiff containing full particulars of the property, and the 

was the acceptance of that offer signed by a house and estate agent. 
The question was whetner the house agent had authority to bind his 
principal, the defendant. It appeared from the evidence that the offer of 
the plaintiff was communicated to the defendant, and that thereupon the 
defendant instructed the agent as to the price, number of liouses, and 
other matters, but in the view of the evidence taken by the court not to 
sign a binding contract. It was contended on behalf of the plaintiff that 
the communication of the specific offer of the plaintiff to the defendant, 
coupled with the subsequent offer and acceptance in writing, was a bind- 
ing contract, and that the correspondence between the defendant and the 
agent shewed that they thought the contract was a binding one. 

Kexewicu, J., eaid that, after hearing the evidence of the agent and 
reading the correspondence, he was satisfied that the agent’s instructions 
were to negotiate a eale. Whatever else the defendant did, he did not 
in terms authorize the agent to enter into a contract. An agent 
for sale of real estate must be more formally constituted than an 
agent for the sale of stocks and shares. Instriictions to a house agent to 

@ purchaser and negotiate a sale do not amount to authority to 
the agent to bind his principal by a contract. Unless the vendor instructs 
the agent to enter into an agreement, he reserves his final right to accept 
or refuse —Covnser, Lenshaw, Q.C., and F. T. Duka; Marten, Q.C., and 
Z. 8. Ford. Sorscrrons, lt. J. Bowerman; C. H. Moore. 

[Reported by F. T. Deus, Barrister-at-Law. | 








High Court—Queen’s Bench _ Division. 


Re AN ARBITRATION BETWEEN GRAY LAWRIER & CO. AND EDWARD 
BOUSTEAD & CO.—16th July. 


ARBITRATION—APPEAL FROM AN AWARD—APPLICATION TO STATE A SPECIAL 
Case—AnrsrrraTion Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vicr. c. 49), s. 19. 


A contract was entered into between two commercial firms, as to the 
purchase and sale of a shipment of flour, upon the terms set out in the 
printed rules of the General Produce Brokers’ Association of London. 
These rules contained provisions, in wide terms, for arbitration in all cases 
of dispute. The award of the arbitrator or umpire was to be final, subject 
to an appeal to a committee called the council of appeal. Rule 4 was as 
follows, ‘‘ Whenever it may be admitted by the seller or decided by 
arbitration that the seller has failed to fulfil the terms of the contract, 
the buyer shall ‘close’ by invoicing back to the seller at once, at a 
price and weight to be fixed by arbitration, which price shall not be 
less than 2 per cent. or more than 10 per cent. over the market value of 
the shipment contracted for upon the day upon which default ocvurs, 
the difference to be due in cash in fourteen days, no discount.” The 
vendors admitted that they had failed to carry out the contract on 
their part, and that they were unable to give delivery of the shipment, 
The parties ae ae arbitrators, and an award was afterwards made by 
an umpire to the effect that the buyers should pay the difference between 
the contract price at the date of the contract and the market price at the 
date of the default. The purchasers appealed against this decision to the 
council of appeal. The council were asked to state a case, which they 
refused to do, and the purchasers applied to the court for an order, under 
section 19 of the Arbitration Act, 1889, to have a case stated. The 
vendors appealed to the Divisional Court against the order to state a case, 

Tue Covrr (Wricut and Cotutns, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Wricut, J., said that the application to state a case must be refused, 
The parties had chosen their own tribunal, and it was not for the court to 
express any opinion as to the construction of the particular clause in the 
rules upon which the dispute had arisen. The intention of the parties 
was that the arbitrators should decide both law and fact, and under the 
rules every question arising out of or relating to the construction of the 
contract was agreed to be left to arbitration. 

Coturns, J., concurred. Appeal allowed.—Counsge, Channell, Q.C., and 
English Harrison; Hollams ; Manisty. Soutcrrors, Nichol, Son, § Jones ; 
Hollams, Son, Coward, §& Hawksley ; Crump § Sons. 

[Reported by F. O. Rosiyson, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re CERTAIN CONTRACTS BETWEEN BARING BROTHERS AND 
DOULTON & CO.—14th July. 


AxBITRATION—REVocATION OF Sunmission—UMpPrrE—INTERESTED Parry, 


This was an application by Baring Brothers for the revocation of a sub- 
mission to arbitration. In the year 1888 Baring Brothers entered into 
certain contracts with Doulton & Co. for the supply of materials for the 
construction of waterworks in Buenos Ayres. Baring Brothers, though 
contracting as principals, were in reality only acting as agents for S. B. 
Hale & Co., who had obtained a concession for the construction of the 
waterworks in question from the Government of Buenos Ayres. The con- 
tracts between Baring Brothers and Doulton & Co. contained a clause that 
Doulton & Co. should only be paid for such material as might be certified 
by the engineers, who were to be sole judges of every question arising out 
of the contract, and whose decision was to be final and binding on both 
parties. It was provided by the contract that the word “ engineers” 
should be held to refer only to Messrs. Bateman, Parsons, & Bateman or 
their duly authorized representatives. Since the date of the contract the 
elder Bateman had died and the younger Bateman had retired from the 
firm, leaving Parsons, who still used the firm name, as the sole member. 
Disputes had arisen between Baring Brothers and Doulton & Co., in which 
the latter claimed £9,000 balance of account due, and Baring Brothers 
counter-claimed for £20,000 damages for delay in delivery. Baring 
Brothers objected to the matters in dispute being left to the arbitration of 
Parsons, on the ground that litigation was pending between them and 
Parsons in which Parsons was claiming commission for work done since 
the contract. Parsons had also brought an action against 8S. B. Hale & 
Co. The master made an order for the revocation of the submission to 
arbitration, but Day, J., set it aside. 

Tue Covut (Wuicut and Coi.ris, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 


Wricut, J., said that the first question was whether the court had 
power to give leave to revoke the submission, and secondly, ought they in 
this case todo so. He was of opinion that the court nad power to give 
leave to revoke, because long after the contract had been made disputes 
had arisen between Parsons and Baring Brothers apd Parsons and 8. B. 
Hale & Co., which could not have been foreseen when Barings agreed to 
have Parsons as arbitrator. If the court thought that these new circum- 
stances arising since the originul submission to arbitration were likely to 
cause a bias on the part of the arbitrator they were’ justified in giving 
leave to revoke. It was an elementary principle of law that an arbitrator 
must be perfectly indifferent, but in a letter from Parsons to Baring Brothers 
there were some expressions which shewed a certain amount of warmth of 
feeling on the part of Parsons with regard to 8S. B. Hale & Co. He had 
thought at one time during the argument that Parsoas was the only 
person who could act satisfactorily as arbitrator ; but the matter had gone 
too far, the expressions in the letter shewed that there were the elements of 

yesible bias, and therefore, without casting the slightest imputation on 

’arams, leave ought to be given to revoke the submission on the terms 


, that the arbitration should proceed, before some other arbitrator, 
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Coxtins, J., agreed. Appeal allowed.—Counsex, Sir C. Russell, Q.C., 
and Danckwerts ; Lyttelton. Soxtcrrorns, Norton, Rose, § Norton; Van- 


com & Co, 
ila $ [Reported by F. O. Rosrxsoy, Barrister-at-Law. } 


REG. v, MACKENZIE AND OTHERS—20th July. 


CenanaL Law—Fotiowinc with A VIEW TO COMPEL TO ARSTAIN FROM 
pOING OR TO po any Act—INsurricrent STaTEMENT OF OFFENCE IN 
Convictrion—Derect—Consprracy AND Prorecrion or Property Act, 
1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c, 86), s. 7. 


This was the argument of a rule nisi for a writ of certiorari to quash a con- 
yiction. The appellant had been charged before justices of the borough 
of Sunderland with an offence under section 7 of the Conspiracy and 
Protection of Property Act, 1875, which provides as follows :—‘‘ Every 
person who, with a view to compel any other to abstain from doing 
or to do any act which such other person has a legal right to do or abstain 
from doing wrongfully and without legal authority; 2, persistently 
follows such other person about from place to place; or, 5, follows such 
other person with two or more other persons in a disorderly manner in 
or through any street or road, shall, on conviction,’’ be liable to a fine or 
imprisonment. The summons charged that the appellant did ‘‘ unlaw- 

y and with a view to compel the informant, J. T. Lawrence, to abstain 
from doing or to do acts which the informant had a legal right to do or 
abstain from doing, wrongfully and without legal authority persistently 
follow the informant about from place to place, and followed the 
informant with two or more other persons in a disorderly manner ”’ in cer- 
tain places in the borough of Sunderland. The justices heard evidence 
and convicted the appellant, and sentenced him to fourteen days’ impri- 
sonment, The conviction stated that the appellant ‘‘ unlawfully did, with 
a view to compel one J. T. Lawrence to abstain from doing acts which he, 
the said J. T. Lawrence, had a legal right to do, wrongfully and without 
legal authority, follow the said J. T. Lawrence with two or more other 

rsons in a disorderly manner in and through certain streets,’ Kc. The 
informant was an officer of the Shipping Federation, which was an asso- 
ciation for various purposes of owners of ships and other persons and 
companies Pivecrot with the shipping trade, and the appellant was in the 
employment of the Seamen’s and Firemen’s Union. There was evidence of 
the existence for some time before the occurrences out of which the prosecu- 
tion arose of considerable ill-feeling between these two associations and 
their members, Three out of the five justices who heard the case owned 
shares in shippmg companies whose ships were covered against certain 
risks by insurance companies which were members of the Shipping 
Federation. It was argued on behalf of the appellant that the above 
facts shewed bias on the part of the justices cient to invalidate the 
P i The appellant’s main contention was that the conviction 
was defective in a material particular, in that it did not state what were 
the acts which the informant had a legal right to do, and which the appel- 
lant by his conduct attempted to compel him te abstain from domg. Vor 
the respondents (the justices and the informant) it was contended that 
the defect (if any) in the conviction was in form only, and did not affect 
the substance of the charge ; that it followed the words of the section 
creating the offence so as to bring them within the provisions of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1874, s. 39, sub-section (1); that, if neces- 
sary, an amendment should be allowed: R. v. Biggins (26 J. P. 437); 
and that there was nothing in the connection of the justices with the 
Shipping Federation to make it probable that any bias in fact existed, 

& Court (Cottrs and Bruce, JJ.) made the rule absolute. 

Cottins, J.—I am of opinion that in this case the rule for a writ of 
certiorari must be made absolute upon the first ground which was relied 
on—namely, that the conviction ought to have specified what were the 
lawful acts which the appellant attempted to compel the informant to 
abstain from doing. It seems to me that this defect is one of substance, 
and not merely of form. When one compares this conviction with the 
section which creates the offence it appears that the conviction is defective 
in not stating correctly what the statutory offence is of which the appel- 
lant has been convicted. The Legislature might, had it chosen, have con- 
stituted it an offence to follow another person in a disorderly manner; it 
has not done so; the offence constituted by the statute is the following 
with a view to compel another person to abstain from doing or to do an 
sect which he has a legal right to do or abstain from doing. Now it 
would be competent for a person charged with this offence to set up as a 
defence that his conduct could not have had, or was not intended to have, 
the effect of compelling the informant to abstain from doing the act 
which it is alleged he did attempt to compel him to abstain from doing. 
But this conviction merely states that the following was with a view to 
compel the informant to abstain from doing acts which he had a legal right 
to do, without specifying what those acts were. It is therefore defective. 
It is said that this defect can be cured by amendment. I have looked 
through the affidavits in order to see whether the real offence was proved 
at the hearing, in which case a defect in the form of the conviction might 
be amended, That is a good test as to whether this is a defect in sub- 
stance, for I observe that the laxity which appears in the conviction only 
reproduces the laxity with which the charge was made out at the hearing. 
No evidence appears to have been given as to the acts which the appellant 


Bruce, J.—I am of the same opinion. It is clear that the of. the 
offence is that the ‘‘ following ’’ should be with a view to compel a person 
to do or abstain from doing certain acts. It was therefore necessary for 
the justices to find that the person charged had done this, and to state in 
the conviction that they had come to that conclusion. Cases were cited 
which shew that under the old law it was necessary to set out and prove 
all the ingredients of an offence; and tuere is the well-known instance of 
an indictment for profane swearing, in which it was necessary to set out 
the words of the oath used. But it is said that.this case comes within the 
provisions of section 39 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, and that 
would have created a difficulty in my mind if the conviction had followed 
the words of the statute ; but it does not follow the words, and it does not 
appear that the justices had present to their minds the necessity of proving 
that the following was with a view tc compel the complainant to do or 
abstain from doing certain acts. As to the question of bias, I agree with 
Collins, J. Rule absolute.—Covnser., Walton,Q.C.; Temperley ; Asquith, 
Q.C., and Scott-Fox. Soxtcrrors, Tufnell, Southgate, § Co., for Barker, 
Sunderland ; Botterell § Roche; Watson, Brown, § Co., for J. J. Bentham, 


Sunderland. 
[Reported by T. R. C. Ditt, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REG. ». THE REGISTRAR OF THE SOUTHAMPTON COUNTY COURT 
AND SMIRK—4th July. 


County Covrt—Practice—~REGIsTRAR—REFUSAL TO IssvE PLarst—Jurise 
piction or County Cotrr Jupce—Jvrispiction or Hicu Covrr—Orper 
IN THE NATURE or A Manpamuus—Covunty Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
Vict, c. 43), s. 131. 

Order nisi (in lieu of mandamus) under section 131 of the County Courts 
Act, 1888, calling upon the registrar of the Southampton County Court 
and Smirk and others to shew cause why the registrar should not fee 
to issue a plaint between Réhss, tiff, and Smirk and others, defend- 
ants, under the S ure on Bills of Exchange Act, 1855. The 
promissory note upon which the plaintiff wished to sue was for a sum of 


money payable by ten monthly instalments, in default of any one payment 
the whole of the then remaining balance to become i , 


payable 
The registrar refused to issue a plaint : the above Act, on ground 
that the promissory note was not, on the of it, due as yet, and offered 
to issue an ordinary plaint. The plaintiff then obtained this order nisi, 
It was contended on behalf of the registrar and the defendants that the 
plaintiff’s application should have been to the judge of the. county court, 
and that the High Court had no jurisdiction to entertain it: Ex parte The 
Overseers of Christchurch (2 L. M. & P. 660), Ex parte The Registrar of the 
Croydon County Court, Re Wise (34 W. R. Zl, 17 Q. B. D. 389). On the 
other side it was argued that a county court judge has no power to compel 
the officers of his court to perform ministerial acts, and that the only 
remedy was to obtain an order from the Queen’s Bench Division, 

Tue Covrt (Wricut and Co.ums, JJ.) made the order absolute. 


Wricut, J.—I have no doubt that the registrar, in taking this course, 
was sensible of the risk which is run by the plaintiff in taking proceed- 
ings of this kind. Supposing, for instance, in a proceeding of this kind, 
under the Summary ure on Bills of Exe’ Act, the defendant 
were not to appear, and after the plaintiff had obtained judgment and 
issued execution it were to be discovered that the Act had no application, 
because the instrument sued on was not within it; I am not sure that 
serious consequences might not follow. But these are matters which 
cannot be judicially considered until the matter has gone as far as an 
action in court, <A regi might be justified in refusing execution er 
parte in an action under this Act without some consideration as to whether 
fre bill in question comes within the Act at all. But here he has excluded 

; suitor from the court altogether, and I cannot think that he was right 
in doing so. I had some doubt as to whether we ought to make an o 
upon the registrar under section 131 of the County Courts Act, 1888, 
because of the case of Ex parte Christchurch. But that case when con- 
sidered is no authority in the present case: for in the first place it was 
decided when no such provision existed as section 131 of the present Act 
or section 44 of the Act of 1856, for which it is substituted ; and, 
secondly, the application there was not for an order under a statute, but 
fora pee writ of mandamus, aud the court seems to have thought 
that the party moving ought to have gone in the first instance to the 
ang | court judge—the i being then in his court, 
But this is not an application for a mandamus, and there are as yet no 
proceedi: in the county court, so that the county court judge has as 
yet no jurisdiction in the matter. 

Cours, J.—I am of the same opinion. The document upon which the 
applicant proposed to sue under this Act was a bill of exchange, although 
the money secured by it was payable by instalments. The registrar was 
applied to to issue a plaint upon it, and in my opinion he had nothing more 
to do with the matter. He seems to have been under the i ion the 
document was not a bill of exc within the Act, and if this view had 
been correct I think he would have right in refusing to issue the plaint, 
as the applicant would not have established the first i 
facts which would entitle him to sue under this Act. But, this a 
bill of exchange, the duty of the registrar was to issue the plaint and 





attempted to compel the informant to abstain from doing. Therefore this 
is not a defect which can be cured by amendment. On this ground I 
think the conviction is bad. As to the other ground which was relied 
upon, I must eay that I do not think the evidence supports the view that | 
there was bias, It is admitted that the justices had no pecuniary interest | 
in the result of the trial, and their connection with the Shipping Federa- | 
tion was so remote that it is difficult to state it in langeage. ‘The facts 
fall far short of the facts in Leeson’s cave (38 W. R. $03, 43 Ch. D. 366), I 
Ho not think the conviction can be quashed upon that ground, 





the applicant take the consequences. It is said that there is another and 
an equally effective remedy open to the applicant, and that, therefore, this 
court will not grant an order which is in nature of a mandamus, It is 
said on the authority of Ar parte Christchurch that ication should 
have been made to the county court judge. But I think this case is 


| distinguishable on the ground that that was a case where, costs having 


been given by the county court judge, and the registrar having refused to 
issue execution, the court declined to grant a weadamns because the 
applying for it might have attained his object by applying to the county 
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court judge; whereas here the complaint is that the parties have not 
been showed to get within the jurisdiction of the county court at all; the 
registrar has stopped the case in limine by refusing to issue the plaint. 
The county court judge has no jurisdiction, because the matter has not 
got into his court. In my opinion the application falls within the words 
of the rule under which it was made, and has the authority of Judge 
He *s Annual County Court Practice, which is not a mere text-book, 
but an authoritative exposition of the law. Order absolute.—Cowunsg, 
Pitt-Lewis, Q.C.; Atkinson, Q.C., and Chitty. Sortcrrors, Coode, Kingdon, 
§ Co. ; Stocken § Jupp, for R. R. Linthorne, Southampton. 


[Reported by T. R. C. Dixt, Barrister-at-Law, ] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 
Ex parte STROUTS, Re BLACKBURNE—Q. B. Div., 5th July. 


Banxnvuptcy — Proor — Resection ny TrvsTRE AS TO PART— Moneys 
RECEIVED UNDER Po.icy or Insurance—Banxnrvprcy Act, 1883, s. 37. 


In this case the county court judge had affirmed the rejection by the 
trustee in the bankruptcy of a proof of debt to the extent of £273. In 
1881 the creditor now seeking to prove purchased certain premises for 
£1,500. The premises had been insured by the former owner, and the 
insurance was continued by the purchaser. In 1884 these premises were 
leased by the purchaser to the debtor for a certain term, the said lease 
containing a covenant that if the ‘\premises were burned down the lessee 
was under covenant to rebuild. In 1891 the premises were burned down, 
notice of which was given to the insurance company, the lessor eventually 
os with the insurance company to take the sum of £273 in full 

harge of his right under the policy. The lessee subsequently became 
bankrupt, and the lessor, under the covenant in the lease, tendered a proof 
against the estate for £400, being the amount required to put the premises 
into repair. The trustee rejected this proof to the extent of £273 received 
by the lessor from the insurance company, and this rejection was affirmed 
by the couzty court judge. The creditor now appealed. 

Tue Covrt (Vavenan Wittiams and Cots, JJ.), allowed the appeal. 

Vavonan Wits, J., said that there was a right of proof for the full 
amount, and no deduction should be made at all in respect of the amount 
received from the insurance company. It was said that the person 
entitled to prove was the insurance company, at any rate to the extent of 
the money paid by them to the insured. The answer to that was that there 
was no privity between the insurance company and the bankrupt, and 
therefore the insurance company had no right of proof against the 
pace ode estate. It might be that when the proof had been made and 
a dividend received the circumstances might be such as to make the 
creditor proving a trustee of the proceeds for the insurance company. But 
the court offered no opinion on that point. Then it was further said that 
sometimes a person seeking to prove had to give credit for a sum of money 
received, not from the bankrupt’s estate, but from elsewhere. The case of 
a bill of exchange was mentioned, and it was said that according to the 
practice in bankruptcy where several parties were liable on a Dill of 
exchange, and proof was made against the estate of one party, if a sum of 
money was received from another party liable, before proof was made, that 
sum must be deducted. The answer to that was that although it was true 
there was such a rule, it was a rule which applied to bills of exchange and 

iable instruments alone. 
LLINs, J., concurred on the same grounds.—CovunsgL, F. C. Willis ; 
Mackintosh. Souscrrors, Nield § Strouts ; Almond § Co, 


[Reported by C. F. Morrett, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
SWAN r. MELLEN—C. A. No. 2, 20th July. 
Soricrrorn—AvcTHORITY TO COMMENCE AcTIoN—AMBIGUITY, 


This was an appeal from an order of North, J. The question was 
whether there was authority to commence the action in the plaintiff's 
name. The action purported to be brought by the plaintiff, a person resident 
in the United States of America, for an injunction to restrain the defendant 
from interfering with certain shares and interests of the plaintiff in patents 
in which the plaintiff and the defendant were both interested. On the 
4th of November, 1891, under circumstances which it is unnecessary for 
the present report to ret out fully, the plaintiff’s solicitors, Messrs. Murr 
& Rusby, in the interest of the plaintiff and with the view of protecting 
his rights which were being threatened, wrote to the plaintiff reporting 
the state of affairs, and requesting to be furnished with instructions and 
authority, if necessary, to take proceedings against the defendant On 
the 14th of November W. L. Sheldon, who was the plaintiff in another 
action against the same defendant in respect of certain shares and interests 
which he (Sheldon) had in the same patents in common with the plaintiff 
in the present action, sent a cable message to the plaintiff to the following 
effect : ‘‘ Cable authority to take action on your behalf—most important— 
Mellen selling patents.—Murr Rusny.’’ On the 17th the following cable 
— was received by the plaintiff’s solicitors from the plaintiff: ‘‘' To 
Murr Rusby, London.—This authorizes Sheldon protect mutual interests 
according agreement September ninety.—Swan.’’ Sheldon then gave the 

iff’s solicitors instructions to commence an action, whereupon they 

y issued a writ. The defendant took out a summons oline that 

the action might be dismissed, on the ground thit it had been commenced 
without authority, he having, since the writ was issued, received from the 
plaintiff certain communications which, he maintained, shewed th»t the 








plaintiff had not authorized the action to be brought in his name; the 
summons further asked that the solicitors of the — on the record 
might be ordered to pay the costs. North, J., madé the order asked for, 
whereupon the plaintiff’s solicitors appealed. 

Tue Court (Linptey, Lorgs, and A. L. Surru, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Linvtey, L.J., said the question was, Had the solicitors authority to 
commence an action in the plaintiff’s name? It seemed to his lordship 
that they had plain authority. But even if the meaning of what his 
lordship thought plain authority were ambiguous, the matter would be 
concluded by what was said in the case of Jreland v. Livingston (L. R. 5 
H. L. 395), where it was settled by the House of Lords that, in the case of 
principal and agent, where an order was given in such terms as to be 
capable of two interpretations, and the agent bond fide acted on one of 
them, the principal could not afterwards disown the act because he him. 
self meant the other interpretation. There Lord Che!msford said: ‘It is 
a fair answer to such an attempt to disown the agent’s authority to tell 
the principal that the departure from his intention was occasioned by his 
own fault, and that he should have given his order in clear and un. 
ambiguous terms. This view of the case will, in my opinion, dispense 
with the necessity of determining which is the more correct construction 
of the contract.”” The order must be discharged. 

Lorss, L.J., concurred. If there was, which his lordship did not think 
there was, anything equivocal in the telegrams, the principle of Ireland y. 
Livingston would apply. 

A. L. Surrn, L.J., also concurred.—Covunset, Bigham, Q.C., and Kirby ; 
Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and J. Thompson. Soxtcrrors, Murr § Rusby ; Wynne, 
Holme, §& Wynne. 

[Reported by Anrnur Lawrence, Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


We continue (from page 631) our extracts from the report of the council 
for the present year :— 

Delays in Lunacy.—The attention of the council having been called to 
the fact that delays occur in the transaction of lunacy business, they 
addressed a communication on the subject to the masters in lunacy, who 
replied that the block and delay had arisen from the very large increase 
of cases resulting from recent legislation, but that changes in the office 
had been effected from which it was anticipated that in a short time any 
real delay would be obviated. 

Middlesex Registry.—Last year the council referred to the fact that all 
the powers vested im the registrar under the Middlesex Registry Act of 
1708 had been transferred to the registrar of the Land Registry, and that 
Mr. Robert Hallett Holt had been appointed registrar of the Land 
Registry. In November last the council received a communication from 
Mr. Holt containing tne heads of rules proposed to be made under the 
Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1891. These proposed rules were 
carefully considered by the council, who had an interview with Mr. Holt 
on the subject, when the objections which they felt to the rules were 
pointed out and strongly insisted upon. Subsequently the council 
received from the Lord Chancellor a draft of the proposed rules, and they 
were glad to find that their objections had been almost entirely obviated, 
and that the practice of registration would remain much as it had pre- 
viously been, with some improvements. Taken as a whole, the council 
considered that the rules were satisfactory, but they pointed out to the 
Lord Chancellor some details in which they considered that modification 
would be desirable, some of which have been carried into effect. They 
regret, however, that a suggestion made by them that the scale of fees 
should be the same as that which obtains in the Yorkshire Registry has 
not been carried into effect. In January last the committee appointed in 
January, 1890, to report upon the present practice in the Middlesex 
Registry was requested to consider and report to the council upon the 
advisability of the retention or abolition of the Middlesex Registry. The 
committee have the subject under consideration, and they have addressed 
a circular thereon to about 300 solicitors practising in Middlesex, and the 
large majority of those who have replied are in favour of abolishing the 
registry. 

Companies Winding-up: Solicitors’ Costs.—The attention of the council 
having been called to the fact that a solicitor’s costs in connection with 
the winding up of a company had been taxed, that the Board of Trade 
had intimated that they would deduct from the amount of the master’s 
allocatur threepence in the pound, they made a representation to the 
Lord Chancellor on the subject, who replied that the deduction in question 
was only made when the balance standing to the credit of a company was 
insufficient to pay the full amount of the taxed bill together with the fee 
chargeable by the Board of Trade, and that in oth®r cases the fee was 
deducted, not from the amount payable, but from the remaining balance 
standing to the credit of the company. The council replied that it would 
be obviously inequitable that the burden of the deduction should fall on 
the solicitor in any event, as it was a tax, not only upon his own emolu- 
ments, but upon actual disbursements made by him for his client, and 
suggested that the rule should be amended so that in any event the fee in 
question should not fall upon the solicitor. 

Joint Stock Companies in Liquidation.—In July, 1891, the council having 
understood that the Lord Chancellor intended to transfer the jurisdiction 
as to the administration of the affairs of joint stock companies in liquida- 
tion from the Chancery Division to the Bankruptcy Division, addressed a 
letter to his lordsbip, in which it was urged both on account of the magni- 
tude of the interests involved, and their importanve to the public and the 
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profession, that before any change was decided upon, inquiry should be 
made into the probable amount of business which would be transferred to 
the new tribunal, and as to what staff of officers and assistants would be 
necessary to conduct it efficiently. It was pointed out that the business 

roposed to be transferred occupied a considerable portion of the time of 
the judges of the Chancery Division and their officers, and a hope was 
therefore expressed that a sufficient opportunity would be given to the 
society to assist in securing that any change which might be decided upon 
should be efficient, and should cause as little disarrangement of the busi- 
ness as possible. The Lord Chancellor replied that it was a fact that his 
lordship and the Board of Trade had under consideration the question of 
acting upon the provision in the Companies Winding-up Act, 1890, as to 
the transfer of the business under that Act to the judge to whom bank- 
ruptcy business was assigned, and of arranging in the most convenient 
way for the transactior: of the work in chambers whenever such a change 
was made, and, as his lordship attached great importance to the assistance 
which the Law Society could givein such a matter, he gave directions that 
the council should have the earliest information as to any changes which 
were under consideration. The council thereupon communicated with the 
Bar Committee on the subject, and a joint committee of members of the 
bar and of this society was appointed, who prepared a report on the sub- 
ject, which was communicated to the Lord Chancellor. In the meantime 
the draft rules for the transfer of the winding-up business were submitted 
by the Lord Chancellor to the Bar Committee and to the council for con- 
sideration, and the joint committee above mentioned prepared a report 
upon them in which various suggestions for amendment were made, which 
have been submitted to the Lord Chancellor for his consideration. By an 
order dated the 26th of March, 1892, made by the Lord Chancellor and 
the Lord Chief Justice, the jurisdiction of the High Court under the Com- 
panies Winding-up Act, 1890, has been as from the 6th of May, 1892, 
assigned to Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams, who for that purpose will sit 
and act as an additional judge of the Chancery Division. 

Oficialism.— The council have for some years watched with anxiety, in 
the interest of the profession, and also in the interest of the public at 
large, the extension of officialism by the creation of Government monopoly 
in the management of private business. A growing tendency has been 
observed to promote legislation which would have the effect of transferring 
to official departments professional work hitherto performed by individuals. 
The successive Land Transfer Bills and the Public Trustee Bill may be 
mentioned as illustrations of this tendency. Sometimes the proposals 
have gine so far as to suggest that new systems establishing an official 
monopoly of professional work should become compulsory on the com- 
munity. Another instance may be cited in the case of the Bankruptcy 
Department of the Board of Trade. This department having proved 
financially a failure under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, has very naturally 
struggled against unpopularity and endeavoured, in the administration of 
the property of bankrupts, to force its services upcn creditors, who equally 
naturally prefer to manage their own affairs in their own way. Official- 
ism reigns supreme in the trammels which attend the effectual proving of 
creditors’ debts (even in the simplest cases and where no possible doubt 
exists), and the stringent regulations, in some cases amounting to prohibi- 
tion, which govern the appointment of proxies for voting at creditors’ 
meetings. With the like intention to absorb as far as possible the whole 
of the business attending the administration of insolvent estates, and thus 
to turn the official departmert into a profit-earning concern, the Bank- 
tuptcy Act, 1890, and the Companies Winding-up Act, 1890, were pro- 
moted and vigorously pushed through Parliament with all the influence of 
the Board of Trade. In their annual report laid before the society in 
July, 1890, the council pointed out numerous objections to those Bills, 
and reported that their views had been communicated to the Grand Com- 
mittee on Trade and to the Law officers of the Crown, and had also been 
placed in the hands of the Rt. Hon. H. H. Fowler, M.P., and Sir Albert 
Rollit, M.P., and that some of the amendments suggested by the Society 
had been adopted. In the autumn of 1891 it became evident that the 
Board of Trade were bringing pressure to bear with a view to the exercise 
by the Lord Chancellor of the power of transferring the company-liquida- 
tion business to the Bankruptcy Judge, which power had been vested in 
him by the Companies Winding-up Act, 1890. The correspondence with 
the Lord Chancellor which has already been referred to then took place. 
The council also appointed a committee to inquire into the subject of 
officialism generally, and in particular with reference to the operations of 
the Bankruptcy Department of the Board of Trade under the Duaiksagter 
Act, 1883, and the Companies Winding-up Act, 1890. A long and 
detailed report was made by that committee, which was adopted by the 
council on the 8th January, 1892. The report, which concluded with 
& summary of reasons against further development of officialism, will 
be found in the appendix to this report. This report on officialism was 
communicated to the country law societies, and circulated extensively 
in other directions with a view to check the further development of a 
system which the council considered unjust to the legal profession and 
impolitic in the interests of the public. The subject still continues to 


engage the attention of the council, who on the 19th February referred ! 


the measure back to the committee to report “as to the amendments in 
the Acts of 1883 and 1890 which the public might be encouraged to 
seek by petitions to Parliament and otherwise, in the direction of 
leaving administration exclusively in the hands of creditors from the 
outset, and limiting official action to public examinations, audit, and control, 
and to insuring frequent reports to be sent to creditors. And that the 
committee have power to communicate with the country law societies and 
the chambers of commerce, and to consult counsel in case of need.’’ The 
further report, when received aud considered by the council, will be 
circulated, and the council will continue to make every effort in their 
power and to invite the co-operation of all persons taking an interest in 
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the subject to oppose what i aapet as a public evil as well as an 
injustice to professional men. In the meantime, there seems to be no 
doubt that officialism, particularly in the case of the Bankruptcy art- 
ment of the Board of Trade, has largely increased. It is un that 
the new building on the north-west side of the Royal Courts is not 
sufficient .to accommodate the army of officials who are more or less 
engaged in professional work, and that it may be necessary to add a new 
wing to that building to accommodate the additional contingent recently 
added under the Companies Winding-up Act, 1890, in order to transact the 
administrative work which, under the leading of the Board of Trade, 
Parliament has thought fit to take away from individuals and to confer 
upon Government officials. No one can read the public newspapers, even 
in a cursory manner—and Boe yon/ the bankruptcy and ding-up 
notices tacked on to the 1 reports, and which must emanate 
official sources—without iving that the Bankruptcy Department of 
the Board of Trade is ph weg a determined effort, in competition with 
private trustees and liquidators, to absorb and monopolize the administra- 
tive business of the liquidation of the property of insolvent limited 
companies, as well as of pts. The council, therefore, think that 
it more than ever behoves them and the members of the society to use their 
influence whenever and wherever possible to oppose the further extension 
of such officialism. 

Solicitors’ Remuneration Order.—The council have continued to receive 
numerous cases for decision or for advice on questions arising under the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Order. In January, 1892, they published a second 
volume of the digest in continuation of that published in 1889. And in 
this volume they endeavoured to supply a statement of the principles em- 
bodied in the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act and Order, for which a desire 
had frequently been expressed. This statement is contained in the sum- 
mary which is prefixed to volume 2 of the digest. The expense of these 
repeated publications has been so great that it was found necessary, on 
this occasion, to make a small charge to members of the society. The 
council have selected, under the advice of Sir Horace Davey and Mr. 
William Wills, a case which they consider suitable (Re Savery and Stevens) 
fdr reviewing in the House of Lords the decisions in the cases of Re Field 
and Re Emmanuel and Simmonds, to the effect that the lease scale covers 
work done in negotiations and in connection with a preliminary agreement. 
The printed cases are on the pomt of being lodged ; and the question will 
probably be argued early in the next session of Parliament. i 

Land Charges Registration and Searches Act, 1888.—In their report of 1890 
the council mentioned, with reference to Reg. v. Holt (38 W. R. 236), that 
a compromise had been come to with the Municipal Corporation Associa- 
tion, not to seek to compel registration in London of land c , under 
section 257 of the Public Health Act, 1875, if a legislative enactment 
could be obtained that all such charges amounting to £5 and upwards 
should be registered locally, and should not otherwise affect purchasers 
and mortgagees ; and providing for official searches. An opportunity has 
not yet arisen for such legislation, but clauses have been exchanged with 
the association, who have also prepared a Bill to provide for the proposed 
registration. Communications have from time to time reached the council 
complaining of the inconvenience and risk to purchasers from the fact 
that no registration exists of rent-charges ereated by deed or will, but the 
council have not been able to see their way to suggest any safeguard. It 
seems to them that such dealings, which are of varied character and ob- 
jects, must be left to find their way on to the abstract of title to land in 
the same manner as any otberincumbrances. The council regret the action 
taken by the Bankruptcy Department of the Board of Trade in 1888 in plac- 
ing the veto of the board in Parliament to the clauses in the Land C 
Registration and Searches Bill of that year—promoted by the council— 
which would have protected innocent purchasers and mortgagees against 
the secret title of a bankrupt’s trustee. A case has recently occurred (Vew 
Land Development Association (Limited) and Fagence, 11th of April, 1892, 36 
Soxrcrrors’ JourNAL, p. 446), where the title of a trustee of a bankrupt 
previous owner who had conveyed to the vendor prevailed against t 
purchaser, which illustrates very forcibly the mischief aimed at by the 
clauses. The result is that it is impossible for a purchaser, be his solicitor 
ever so careful, to be certainly protected. en if bankruptcies are 
searched for against every successive owner in the abstract, changes of 
address or changes of names might render the searches ineffectual. The 
council were in communication with the Board of Trade on the subject in 
1889, and they are now again calling the attention of the board to the 
subject. 

Solicitor Mortgagee Costs.—The subject of the right of a solicitor 
mortgagee to charge costs has again engaged the attention of the council, 
having come forward in a case where, in a taxation of a bill of costs in 
connection with the payment off of a mortgage, the taxing master felt 
bound by the dicta in Field v. Hopkins (44 Ch. D. 530) and other cases to 
disallow such costs, on the ground that the equity of redemption cannot 
be clogged with a contract to pay such costs. e other cases referred to 
are Jennings v. Ward (2 Vern. 520); Broad v. Selfe (11 W. R. 1036); Field 
v. Hopkins (44 Ch. D. 530); James v. Kerr (40 Ch. D. 449); Maitland v. 
Upjohn (41 Ch. D. 126); and Marguis of Northampton v. Pollock (38 W. R. 
346). Reference may also be made to the cases mentioned in the last 
annual report. In the case in question the mortgage deed contained a 
full clause giving the mortgagee the right to charge profit costs. The 
council have always considered. that a solicitor m: ought not to be 
deprived of costs, and they are taking the opinion of Sir Horace Davey as 
to the case forming a suitable test case for bringing the question before 
the court. 

Commissioners for Oaths Act, 1891.—In their last annual re the council 
referred to the steps they had taken for a Bill to extend the 
powers of commissioners for oaths under the Act of 1889 to declarations 
under the Merchant Skipping Acts, 1854 to 1889, the Customs Consolida- 











670 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








July 23, 1892. 








tion Act; 1886, the Patent, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, and the 
Pawnbrokers Act, 1872, which commissioners for oaths were not entitled 
ta take. The council are glad to state that the Bill became law, and the 
society is much indebted to Sir‘Albert Rollit, M.P., for the trouble he 
took in securing the passing of the measure. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Garnsrorp Bruce, Q.C., who has been appointed a Judge of the 
High Court of Justice, is a son of the late Rev. J. Collingwood Bruce, of 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. He was born in 1834, and was educated at Glasgow 
University, was called to the bar in 1859, and became a Q.C. in 1883. He 
was appointed Recorder of Bradford in 1877, and Chancellor for the 
County of Durham in 1887. He is joint author of ‘*‘ Williams and Bruce 
on Admiralty Practice’’ and ‘* Maude and Pollock on the Law of Merchant 
Shipping.’’ He was elected for the Holborn Division of Finsbury in 
November, 1888, on the death of Colonel Duncan, and was recently re- 
elected for that constituency. 


Mr. Gzorcs Jerrorp Fow ter, solicitor, of the firm of Mear & Fowler, 
of 2, Old Serjeant’s-inn, Chancery-lane, London, has been appointed by 
the Lord Chancellor a Justice of the Peace for the borough of Kingston- 
on-Thames. .Mr. Fowler was admitted in 1879, and is a director of the 
West of England Fire and Life Insurance Co. 

Mr. Recrvaup Cuartes Epwarp Pivmprre, barrister, of the Oxford Cir- 
cuit, has been appointed Recorder of West Bromwich, in succession to Mr. 
J. Underhill, Q.C. Mr. Plumptre was called to the bar in 1871. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoivuTion. 
Hexzy Sweer Hopprsc and Joun Grosvenor Beevor, solicitors 
(Hodding & Beevor), Worksop. July 1. [ Gazette, July 19. 
INFORMATION WANTED. 


Will of James Sartn Hanven, late of High-street, Ilford, Essex, Tailor, 
deceased. Anyone producing such a document will be rewarded.— Wilson 
& Son, Solicitors, 20, Basinghall-street, London, E.C. 





GENERAL. 


Mr. Justice Gainsford Bruce took his seat on the bench for the first time 
on Monday last, the court being crowded on the occasion. 


The Albany Law Journal, in a biography of John Van Buren, says :— 
** He used to relate with infinite zest the result of the cross-examination of 
an Irish witness from Hudson, who testified on the trial of a case. 
* Where do you live, sir?’ he asked. ‘My home is at Hudson.’ ‘* When 
did you come to Albany?’ ‘ A day before yesterday, and one day before 
that, I am thinking.’ ‘And how did you come, sir?’ ‘ And is it how 
did I come that ye are after wanting to know?’ ‘Yes, that is precisely 
what I want to know, so tell me at once.’ ‘ Well, you see I am here, 
what odds does it make how Icame?’ ‘I want you to tell me how you 
got here, sir—did you come by Jand’’ ‘No, I didn’t.’ ‘By water?’ 
* No, and I didn’t.’ ‘ Now, sir, if you neither came by land or by water, 
I want you to tell me how you did get here.’ ‘I came afoot, yer honour. 
Why don’t ye get at the “‘ £nghsh”’ of it, when ye ask questions? They 
say ye are larned in the English as yer father is before ye, although he is 
a Dutchman.’ ‘The Irishman turnec the laugh against me,’ said Van 
Buren, ‘and I was greatly crestfallen. The cross-examination of witnesses 
has never been a favourite practice with me, since my experience has 
taught me that more causes are injured than are benefited by cross- 
examining witnesses.’ ’’ 

Quite a little game of battledore and shuttlecock, says a correspondent, 
was witnessed one day recently in one of the appeal courts, in the shape 
of an interchange of friendly banter between bench and bar, a variety 
from the usual sombre colouring which is characteristically supposed to 
belong to all Chancery proceedings. Did I say Chancery proceedings? 
They were not C proceedings which were, thus unexpectedly, 
ivened, for on the day in question Queen’s Bench appeals for new trials 
ere being heard in the Chancery Appeal Court. Said a certain common 
law QC., who was, with his usual vigour, advocating the claims of his 
lient for a commission on an alleged completion of a contract of 

» my lord, some fees are easily earned, very easily 
7” One LJ.: ‘Yes, Mr. Q.C., but we do not earn them very 
easily at the bar, here in thelaw.”’ Q.C.: ‘* Well, my lord, I have known 
some fees earned very easily at the bar. True, we know sometimes 
gentlemen have to sit and wait a few days before work comes in, perhaps 
sometimes more than a few days ; but still there are fees at the bar very 
easily carned.”” Two L.JJ.,inchorus: “‘ Ob, no, Mr. Q.C., not at the bar ; 
we have to work hard here.” Q.C.: “‘ And, my lords, I do not myself 
object to receiving fees any the more for having very easily earned them.” 
LJJ.: ‘* Oh, you work hard for your fees, Mr. Q.C., we know you work 
7* QC.: “TI hope so, my lords.”’ And the court resumed 

ite consideration of the appeal which had been interrupted. 

The death of Professor Dwight, says the Albany Law Journal, has 
the greatest law teacher ever known to this country, or perhaps 
times. In thirty-three years at Columbia College Law School 
he taught more than ten thousand law students, and taught them 
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well. He was always a law teacher, and as we infer from the accounts 
of his career never had much experience at the bar. This accounts for his 
chief limitation. He was an over-learned and an under-practised lawyer. 
His career as a judge wasin consequence a manifest failure. Much learn- 
ing in the musty precedents made him a tedious reviewer of mere adjudi- 
cations, and deprived him of the power of arguing things on principles, or 
at least made him averse to the exercise of it. Professor Dwight was 
eminently hostile to general codification. He adored the common law, 
and was as fond of tracing its growth as a great-grandfather is of watch- 
ing the unfolding capacities of his posterity. But unlike such an ancestor, 
who is always quite willing that his descendants’ habits should 
become confirmed, he was very unwilling that any good evolution of the 
common law should ever be wrought into a statute. He always Gesired to 
preserve the “‘ elasticity ’’ of the common law, which enables the judges 
to change the law at pleasure, and which in many judicial minds is like an 
elastic tether to the past, stretched now and then to a promising advance, 
but eventually dragging them back to the Year Books. The great pro- 
fessor was a genial and attractive person, full of enthusiasm and energy, 
and he exercised a wonderful influence over the professional character of 
several generations. 


At the Bow-street Police Court on Thursday Pallonjee Munchergee, a 
Parsee, was charged with obtaining money by false pretences. On May 
11 prisoner went to the office of Rowcliffe & Co., solicitors, Bedford-row, 
and saw Mr. James Marshall Johnstone, one of the partners He gave his 
name as Nainman and said his father was a partner in the firm of Little, 
Frere, & Nicholson, solicitors, Bombay, old and respected correspondents 
of Rowcliffe & Co. Prisoner said he had been studying in Dresden, and 
was taken ill in Paris whilst on his way to England. He said that whilst 
lying at the British Hospital in Paris he exhausted his funds. He had 
been to the India Office, he said, and arrangements had been made for 
sending him back to India. His ship, however, would not sail for a fort- 
night, and he wanted some money to support him in the meantime. 
Rather than run the risk of offending such old friends as Little, 
Frere, & Nicholson, Mr. Johnstone advanced him £2 2s. On the 
13th prisoner called again and produced a letter written on the 
official paper of the India Office, fully confirming his statement. It 
was signed J. H. Slingsby Bethel. Thinking this was genuine Mr. 
Johnstone advanced prisoner £4. On the 23rd of May prisoner went 
to the office of Messrs. E. W. & R. Olliver, solicitors, M’Cormick-court, 
Gracechurch-street. He told Mr. Roderick Olliver that his father was 
managing clerk for Messrs. Crawford, solicitors, Bombay, and that he 
(prisoner) had just returned from Dresden, where he had been studying 
the manufacture of pottery. He asked for some money, saying he was iu 
need of some. Mr. Olliver told him he would require some confirmation 
of his story before he advanced any money. Prisoner then went away, 
saying that he had in his box some letters from Messrs. Crawford, Mesers. 
Olliver’s Bombay correspondent. When prisoner called again he said he 
had been unable to find the letters he had referred to, but he produced a 
letter purporting to be signed by Mr. J. H. Slingsby Bethel. ‘This which 
was written on the official paper of the India Office, fully confirmed the 
prisoner’s story, and on the strength of it Mr. Olliver lent him £3 and 
took a draft on his father for the amount. Prisoner subsequently went to 
Messrs. Eyre & Co., solicitors, and said his father was managing clerk to a 
firm of solicitors at Singapore, for whom Messrs. Eyre act as London 
agents. He produced a letter on the official paper of the Colonial Office, 
and Mr. George Herbert Burns, the cashier, made him an advance. A 
partner in the Singapore firm mentioned by the prisoner happened to be 
in England, and called on Messrs. Eyre the day after prisoner obtained 
the money. It was then ascertained that prisoner’s story was false, and 
he was taken into custody by Sergeant Cragg and admitted his guilt. 
Messengers engaged at the India and Colonial Offices were called to prove 
that prisoner had called there and asked to see one of the officials. 
Whilst he was waiting he asked permission to write a letter, and was 
— with official paper. There was no such person as J. H. Slingsby 
Bethel ” either office. Prisoner, who had nothing to say, was committed 
for trial. 








Law Gvarantex any Trust Sociery Gone) — Foe report for the 
year ending the 15th of May, 1892, states that £34,933 has been received 
for premiums, which, after allowing for re-assurances, produced £31,167. 
The invested funds of the society, taken at cost price, now amount to 
£115,386, of which securities representing £76,209 remain invested in the 
names of the trustees of the society. The percentage of management ex- 
, inclusive of directors’ and auditors’ fees, on the net premium 
income is for the year ending the 15th of May, 1892, 31:82. The balance 
from the revenue account, after charging £1,102 for proportion of pre- 
liminary and organization expenses, and depreciation of office furniture 
and fittings, and allowing £5,079 as a reserve for claims in suspense and 
possible rebates, is £21,215. The directors have decided to add £14,063 to 
reserve, which will then stand at £30,000, and recommend a dividend at 
the rate of 4 per cent. for the year, free of income-tax, which will absorb 
£4,100, £3,052 being carried forward. The society’s business will be 
conducted at their new premises, 49, Chancery-lane, after the Long 
Vacation. 
We have received from the Law Life Assurance Society, of Fleet-street, 
a prospectus of a new mode of assurance, some of the provisions of which 
a r to be specially adapted to the requirements of the legal profession. 
The possibility of being unable to keep up the premiums under one’s 
licy, owing to severe and long-continued illness and consequent loss of 
neome, is one of the objections most frequently raised against life 
assurance, and it is this objection which the present scheme appears 
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designed to meet. If the assured becomes, either through accident or 
bodily or mental disorder, totally incapacitated from carrying on any 
profession or business, his policy becomes free from any further payment 
of premiums, while another regulation is also introduced into the policy 
giving benefits in the case of temporary incapacity. 








COURT PAPERS. . 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Recistrars 1n ATTENDANCE ON 





ApreaL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
day, Jul Mr. Lavie Mr. Beal Mr. Pemberten 
os ; Carrington Pugh Ward 
eee tents gto: Pugh Ward 
ursday ... arrington 
Faiey o Lavie Beal Pemberton 
Saturday Carrington Pugh Ward 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
STIRiinG. KEKEWICH. Romer. 
DURE. covusseeieirseses 25 Mr. Clowes Mr. Leach Mr. Farmer 
_ A : 26 Jackson Godfrey 
Clowes Leach 
Jackson Godfrey Rolt 
Clowes Leach 
Jackson Godfrey Rolt 








WakrxinG TO INTENDING House Puncuasers & Lessees.—Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the Sani arrangements. thoroughly examined by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & entilation Co., 65, next the Meteorological Office, Victoria-st., 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c.—[Apvrt.] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, July 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwttrep 1n CHANCERY. 


Natiosat. Lirnocrarsic axp Printixc Co, Liwrtep—Petn for wioding up, presented 
July 13, directed to be heard on July 23. Woodham Smith, New inn, Strand, solor for 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of July 22 noes ” 

Nationan Lrtnuocraruic Axp Printinc Co, Lututrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
July 14, directed to be heard on July 23. Paterson & Co, Bouverie st, Fleet st. Notice 
of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
July 22 

New Qermrr as Bank Corroratiox, Littrep—By an order made by Vaughan Williams, 
J., dated July 5, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company should be 
continued. Hollams & Co, Mincing lane, solors for petners 

Norway & Heap, Luuitev—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 29, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to rge Norman, 4, 

me ree rd, Brighton hae 

Panis EartHENWARE Crystal AND Harpwart Co, Livirep—Petn cae a 
sented July 14, directed to be heard on July 23. Honey & Mellersh, Foster lane, Cheap- 
side, solors for petners Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 22 y 

mae Count Printina Works, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented June 29, directed 
to 





eard on July 23. Piesse & Son, Old Je chbrs, solors for ers Notice of 

a ing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 22 
Br. Anne’s-on-THE-SeA Brick anp Tite Co, Loutrev—Creditors are | d, on or before 
Aug 1, to send their names and addresses, and iculars of their debts or claims, to 


parti 
William Henry Nutter, Parkhurst, Park rd, St. Anne’s-on-the-Sea, Lancs. Woodcock 
& Sons, Haslingden, solors for liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 


Cuttivarion Or Frienpsniv Lover, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, Manchester 
Unity, Rose and Crown Inn, Much Hoole, Lancs. May 8 z 


London Gazette.—Turspay, July 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liumtep 1v CHANCERY. 

Kaiser Goip Mixes, Liwrtep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 22, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Durie 
Pattullo, 31, 8t Swithin’s lane. Francis & Johnson, Austinfriars, solors for liquidator 

Nortuzrn Mantxe Enoixerrmne Co, Lunrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
30, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Godlieb Reynolds, West Holborn, South Shields, Durham. Wilkinson & 
Marshall, Newcastle on Tyne, solors for liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES. 
Susrenpep ror Turet Moyrus. 
Bepwortu Friexp.y Society, Central School, Bedworth, Coventry, Warwick. July 12 
Byperos ‘ouve Zion Lover Frienpiy Society, Wesleyan Sunday Schvol, Beeston, 
eds, July 12 


Hayp or Cuarity Frienpiy Society, May Pole Inn, Cradley, Worcester. July 13 
eaee ge 2 Friendly Society, Primitive Methodist Chapel, Mere Brow, Tarleton, 


caster. y 18 
Tavg Ivonrre Society, Bull’s Head Inn, Devynnock, Brecon. July 13 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Craim. 

London Gazette,—Fripay, July 16. 


Bacu, Rosewr, Worcester, Glove Manufacturer. Aug 2. Lloyd’s Bank v Bach, Keke- 
wich, J. Corbett, Worcester 
‘Sanpnacu, Josxvu, Southport, Katate Agent Avg 16. Christ Church, Hulme, Perma- 
— Building Society v Sandbach, Beiter, ester. Benson, 
ester 





Wey ier EvizaBETH, esa nag ter, Hyde Rark. Schoolmistress. Augi9. Wight v 


, 
London Gazette.—Tutspay, July 19. 


Spindlemaker. Aug 8. Nicholson v Hattersley, Stirling, 


Harrerstey, Taomas, 
J. urch st 


Ranger & Co, Fi 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, July 5. 
Actanp-Hoop, Sir Avexanper Bateman Pertam Foren, Bridgwater, Bart Aug 15 


Radcliffes & Co, Craven st, 
Arnerton, NATHAN, Brighton Aug 16 & Co, Devizes 


Base.ey, Epmunp, Eglington rd, Plumstead, Gent Sept1 Smith, Nicholas lane 
Biyrietp, Louisa Donatpson, Reading Augi3 Blandy & Co, Reading 

Boswe tt, Luxe, Lloyd’s, Insurance Broker Aug 8 Worrell, Coleman st 

Bricr, Heyry, Wells, Somerset, Accountant Augi Garrod & Harris, Wells 

sy Francis, St hen’s rd, Lewisham, retired Glass Merchant Augi12 Newton 


Cavanper, Ann, Princess rd, Kilburn Aug2 Edgcombe & Co, Portsea, Hants 

CuarkE, StePHensoy, St Dunstan’s alley, Coal Factor July 28 Dutton, Old Broad st 

Crane, Henry Tuomas, Colney Hatch August 12 Stubbs, John st, Bedford row 

Dopsox, Cuartes Epwarp, Copthorne, Crawley, Sussex, Gent Sept 1 Mear & Fowler, 
Old Serjeant’s inn, Chancery lane 

Esam, Witt1am, Upton, Notts, Farmer August 10 J W & GE Kirkland, Southwell 

Fiasy, James, Pelham pl, Brompton, Esq August 12 Stubbs, John st, Bedford row 

Finsy, James Trye, Redcliffe rd, West Brompton, Civil Engineer August 12 Stubbs, 
Jobn st, Bedford row 

Gibey, Govan Freperick, Great Tower st, Wine Merchant August 10 Crossfield, 

rk lane 

Hanrnis, Frepericx, Sherborne lane, Tailor August 16 Lindsay & Co, Basinghall st 

Jones, Martuew, Birkenhead, Tailor Sept 1 Jones & Milne, Liverpool 

Kexwortny, WiLt1am Epwarp, Leeds, Oil Extractor August5 Clarke & Son, Leeds 

Kruptoy, James, Ware, Herts, retired Farmer Augi10 Spence & Co, Hertford 

Meyers, Joux Henry, Richmond, Surrey, Gent Sept 1 Clapham & Fitch, Devonshire 
sq, gr Tg 

Park, Any, Lindal in Furness, Lancs Aug2 Atkinson, Ulverston 

Parker, Joux, West Town, Dewsbury, Milk Dealer July 31 Morgan & Morgan, Brad- 
ford and Shipk 

Prixce, Ricnarp, Bt Leonard’s sq, Malden rd, Kentish Town, Plumber Augi Taylor 
& Taylor, Old Broad st ° 

Roserts, Susanna, Upper Weston, Bath Augi13 Simmons & Co, Bath 


.| SincLeToy, Tuomas, Kirkdale, Liverpool, Brewer Aug5 Pennington & Higson, Liver- 


Sairn, Hagniet, Shirley, Solihull, co Warwick July 30 Harding & Son, Birmingham 
Tutiey, James Syrvs, Balls Pond rd, retired Photographer Aug 16 Jackson & Wright, 
Lincoln’s inn tields 
ees, Prrer, Ashton in Makerfield, Lancs, Innkeeper July 29 Mayhew & Son, 
1 
Wuire, Tomas, Portsmouth, Fish Salesman Augi5 Marshall, Southsea 
Wixxixson, Naycy, Barkerend rd, Bradford Aug6 Bearder, Bradford 


London Gazette.—Frivay, July 8. 

ALLAN, Witt1am, Stockton on Tees, Merchant Augi9 King, Gt St Helens 
Arcuer, Grorce, Palmerston rd, Walthamstow Aug4 Houghton & Son, New Broad st 
ArmitaGs, Wa ter, Cumberworth, Yorks July 25 Armitage & Sykes, Huddersfield 
Botton, Ertes, Lowndes sq Aug 26 Cunliffes & Davenport, Chancery lane 
Bovutcort, Emmetine, Ryde, W July 31 Haines & Sumner, Gloucester 
Bramwewt, Grorce Wiit1am Wisner, Lord, Edenbridge, Kent Aug 9 Ashurst & Co, 

rton avenue 
Cuamp, Jouy, Chelmsford, Wine Merchant Aug 31 Turner & Hacon, Leadenhall st 
Dorpery, W1111aM, Bunwell, Norfolk, Farmers AugS Hazard & Pratt, Harleston 
Ex.uiort, Ex.szanetu, Dronfield, co Derby Aug 20 Lucas, Sheffield 
Goux, Passa Hraetm, Rue de Longchamps, Paris Aug 20 Argles & Co, Gracechurch 
OE, Susay, Herne Bay, Kent Aug 31 Fairbrother, Leadenhall st 


Greoory, Right Hon Sir Witt1am Heyry, St George’s pl, Hyde pk, K.C.M.G. Aug 13 
Hargrove & Co, Victoria st ’ + 


Hanrnis, James Pesy, Liverpool, Surgeon Aug 20 Harvey & Co, Liverpool 

Harvey, Ayne, Ackersfield, Lachford, Chester Aug 20 Harvey & Co, Liverpool 
Harrersiey, Mary, Quarmby, nr Huddersfield Aug9 Hall & White, Huddersfield 
Jounson, ALrrep, St Leonard’s on Sea, Gent Aug 6 Seagrove & Woods, Chancery lane 
Jeunes, ~~ toad Tuomas, Brompton rm, Licensed Victualler Aug 6 Taylor, Essex st, 
Jones, ll Pontypridd, Glam Aug? Jones & Co, Cardiff 

Livinestons, Hevex, Liverpool, Boot Dealer Augi Nield, Liverpool 

Marre, Countess Emma Exiza, Brighton Aug8 Sutton & Co, Gt Winchester st 

Master, Isangiua, Gt Yarmouth Augs Johnson & Master, Theobald’s rd, Bedford 


row 

Morris, Jossen, Evesham, Gent Aug 20 Byrch & Cox, Evesham 

Newton, Jony, Sandhurst, Berks, Gent Aug1 Cooke & Cooper, Wokingham 

Nicuots, Groner Livesry, Longeroft ri, Old Kentrd Aug 12 Freeman & Son, Gutter 
lane, Cheapside 


Nix, Junta, Acre lane, Brixton July 30 Keighley & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
Pont, Groncs, St James’s sq AugS Plaskitt, Lincoln's inn fields 
Powstt, Wittiam, Ramsgate, Gent Aug 20 O & A Daniel, Ramsgate 
Puen, Emma, Croydon Augé Scott, Austinfriars 

Rawstnon, Jony, Accrington, Farmer July 30 Sprake, Accrington 
Tayior, Tuomas, Walsall, Builder Aug5 Baker, Bloxwich 

Warp, Heyy, Eyot grins, Hammersmith, Esq Aug5 Richardson & Sadler, Golden sq 
Waanxen, Hevry, Leicester, Draper Aug 6 Rimmington & MoAlpin, Leicester 
Wittiams, Hows. Waren, Swansea, Gent Aug? Davies & Co, Haverfondwest 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivax, July 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Joun | Witt 1AM JASPER, Manchester 

Pet June 27 Ord July 11 

Buiackxsury, Tomas, — Auctioneer Lincoln Pet 
Jul Ord July 11 

CALL, BERT, 100, Coburg rd, Camberwell, and Shaftes- 
|) Be Be Financial ‘Agent High Court Pet Apr 

CL ark, JAMES 1 ry, Gt Grimsby, gaa Merchant 
Gt Grimsby Pet July 11 Ord Jul 

—— Wituiam, Linthorpe, nr Mid -- Weigh- 

Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough Pet July 

11 it Ord July 11 

Crayne, Grorce Greex. Kidderminster, Tobacconist Kid- 
derminster Pet July5 Ord July 5 

Drypex, Hven Srxcrair, Haltwhistle, eens; 
Plumber Carlisle Pet June 29 Ord July 1 

Eyes, Cuarves, Barry, Glamorganshire, Hanlier Cardiff 
Pet June 23 Ord July 7 

Gare, Epwarp Jony, Little Milton, ee Farmer 
Aylesbury Pet July 11 Ord July 11 

Gren vues Ricuarp, oo. Cooper Newport, 
Mon Pet Jul y13 Ord July 1: 

GreENwoop, igh ef am, Bradford, * Painter Bradford Pet 
July 12 Ord July 12 

Groves, Witt1am, the younger, Yardley, Worcestershire, 
out of ess Birmingham Pet July 12 Ord 
July 12 

Harvixer, Georce, St Michael’s, nr 2 Léseneed 

Victualler Liverpool Pet July13 Ord July 13 

Hawkesrorp, Jonx Henry, and Atrrep Hawkxesrorp, 
Bi . Tinplate Workers Birmingham Pet 
July 11 Ord July 11 

as, araazen Fraxcis, Teviot st, Bromley by Bow, Oil 
Saly — High Court Pet July 18 Ord 


pee Wuu1am, Hulme, Manchester, Ironfounder 
Pet June16 Ord July 11 
Hrse, Taomas, Higher Hurdsfield, nr "Macclesfield, Com- 
mission Agent Macclesfield Pet July9 Ord July 9 
Hoses, Samvet, ore out of business Leeds Pet July 
11 Ord July 1 
Hovutves, Hesry, Chesterton, Cambridgeshire, Gent Cam- 
Pet July 13 Ord July 13 
Hust, Epwarp Comper, Taunton; Baker 
Taunton Pet July9 Ord July 9 
eee me Preston, Draper Preston Pet July 5 Ord 
Kawinsx1, Epwarp, Sheffield, Auctioneer Sheffield Pet 
June 23 Ord July 11 
Macuire, Wittiam James, Birmingham, Building Sur- 
veyor Birmingham Pet July 11 Ord July 11 
Mare, BW F, Albemarle st, Piccadilly, of no occupation 
High Court Pet June16 Ord July 13 
aa Tuomuas Giteert, North Nibley, Glos, 
Gloucester Pet July9 Ord July 9 
Monrcay, Auice Exmersox, Bristol, 
1 Pet June 29 Ord July 11 
Morey, Sauvet, Burslem, Staffs, Hotel Proprietor Han- 
ey, Burslem, and Tunstall Pet July 13 Ord July 13 
Mesnre, Aurrep, East Hatley, Beds, 
fi Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Nosre, James Perer, Chesilton rd, ed penned 
h Court Pet Juneil5 Ord Jul 
Ovorexsuaw, WituiaM James, Northfleet, Keat, Grocer 
Rochester Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
. Cheshire, Butcher Macclesfield 


Arti NGSTALL, 
A 





Somerset, 


Farmer 


Parks, Toomas, 
Pet June 25 Ord July 9 

Paitursos, Rosert _ ae Newburn, Northumbrid, 
Builder Newcastle on Tyne Pet July 13 Ord July 13 

Praxe, Aert Eowarp, Colverston —.. ackney, Draper 

Pet June9 Ord July 13 

Popszvs, — F, Fulford st, ;teetethe, Merchant High 
Court Pet July 1 Ord July 13 

Fouz, Gzorce, Belgrave, Leics, Boot Manufacturer Lei- 
cester Pet June 27 Ord July 11 

Suareres, James, Joux Suanrpres, Roserr Epuvuyp 
SnHanries, and Witi1am Hexsry Suaerpres, Blackburn, 
Cotton Manufacturers Blackburn Pet July 13 Ord 
July 13 

Sreovp, Epwarp. 


July 12 


Swansea, 
Ord | 


and Atrrep Harvey, 
etors Swansea Pet July 12 


Licensed Victualler | 


“Blacksmith ‘Bed- | 





| READING, 


| 
| 
| 





Curistian, CHartes, ‘Egremont, Cheshire, @ Crang, Grorce Green, K Kidderminster, Tobaceonist Kid. 
Aug 10 at 3.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Live: der Pet July5 Ord aap oe 12 
Cotes, CHARLES JENKIN, Leos e, Col Broker | Detmarp, — RICE, lane, Gas Engineer High 
July 22 at 2.30 Bankru bidgs, Carey s‘ Court Pet June2 Ord July 9 : 
"aa 22 at 12 ‘Bankruptcy J esse urnham, Stonemason 


Coyry, W.F., Fore st, Builder 
bl Carey st 
Corrts, Ricwarp, Rock Ferry, Birkenhead, Plumber July 
25 at 2.30 Of Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo N 
Davis, Joux, St Leonards on Sea, Wine Mershant July 25 
at 12 Young & Son, Bunk bldgs, Hastings 
Dav —" Murray, Brighton, Coal Merchant» July 25 at 12 
ff Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighto: 
Dewnurst, Recinatp, Far Town i, nr Huddersfield, of 
= occupation July 25 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
rey st 
Drypen, "Ae cu Sr1xciair, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, 
Plumber July 25 at3 12, Lonsdale st, e 
Exery, Jesse, Burnham, Somersetshire, Stonemason July 
92 at1i Bristol Arms Hotel, st, Bridgwater 
Farranps, Witiiam IsHmakt, No ingham, Fishmonger 
July 22 at 3.30 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, 
Nottingham 
Francis, Witu1AM, Southsea, Outfitter July 22 at3 Off 
Rec, "Cambridge J unction, High st, Portsmouth 
Freemas, Joun Goocu, Heigham, Norwich, Commission 
Agent July 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 8, 8, King st, Norwich 
GeorGr, Svsannan, Park pl, Knightsbridge, some A Sta- 
tioner July 22 at 12 kruptey bldgs, Care’ 
Gopparp, Georce WiL.1AM, Falcon rd, Clapham, cone 
Victualler July 22 at 2.30 Me eT Bet Carey st 
Heryrice, Max, Belsize avenue, Ham er of 
usic J uly’ 22at1 Bankruptcy hears Carey 
Hunt, Epwarp Comper, Taunton, Baker July 2 ae 11.30 
Off Rec, 58, Hammet st, Taunton 
Ivison, Joseru, Preston, Draper 2 22 at 3.30 Off Rec, 
Ogden’ s chbrs, Bridge st, Manches 
Kixoman, Samvet Cave, Marnhull, Scot, Grocer July 
25 at1230 Off Rec, isbury 
Lewis, Rowianp, Nechells, Birmingham, Builder July 29 
at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Luptox, Wittiam Hasenw oop, Kingswood Lodge, nr 
Reigate Hill, Clerk July 26at11 Bkcy bldgs, Carey st 
Mavecte, Jou, Exeter, Whol lesale Grocer July 29 ae 12 
The Castle, Exeter 
Maveuax, Janez, Birmingham, Egg and Butter Dealer 
July 26at3 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Merrett, Tuomas Gitsert, Fretherne, Glouces, Farmer 
July 23at3 Off Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 
Moreas, Atice Emmersox, 8t Augustine’s, Bristol, 
Licensed Victualler July 25 at3 Off Rec, Bank chbrs, 
Corn st, Bristol 
OLoRENSHAW, Wiruiam James, sephedt, Kent, Grocer 
July 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, Rocheste 
Owes, DantEt, Pontardulais, Goomanion mshire, Newspaper 
Proprietor July 26 at 11 Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st 
Owes, Evizasera, Llanrwst, ees. Licensed 
Victualler July 22 at 12 King’s Head Hotel, Llanrwst 
Poe, Grorcr, Belgrave, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer 
July 22 at 12.30 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Teicester 
Bosert, Birmi ngham, Retailer of Beer July 23 
at3 23, Colmore row, <n 
Reep, Rosert, Bowness, Le peg os Agent July 
23at11 Off Rec, 120, High gate, K 
Ricu ort Ropert, Newcastle on ‘Tyne, _ aie 25 
at 11.31 ff Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on 
Ricumonp, eae ise, eg rd, Twickenham, Builder July 
22at3 Off Rec, 95, ple as Temple avenue 
pee ie Grorae, College pl, oh Builder July 22 at 
‘Siekwenier Uiee Ceity vt 
war y fae ath Sussex, Painter 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
Summers, Ext. 4, Bristol. Boot Dealer July 25 at 3.30 Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Simrox, and Cu antes Suerrietp, Hull, 
July 23 at 3 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 


Halifax 
Pam & Co, Birkenhead, 


Turner, CuristorHer Hexry, Smethwick 
Dealer July 27 at 11 23, Golmore more row, Birming! 
Tvurver, Wii.1am, Lu , Leices, Ironmonger July 
29 at 2.30 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane. 

Warenuam, Jouy, Moss "Side, nr Manchester Butcher 
July 25 at 3 Ogden’s chbrs, Bri st, Manchester 

Wesster, Hexry Varentive, No’ lerton, Yorkshire, 
Entire Horse Proprietor July 25 at 11.30 Court 
house, Northallerton 

Witv, Mary, Oldham, Grocer July 22 at 11 Off Rec, 
Bank chbrs, Queen st, Oldham 


July 26 at 3 


TeMPLEMAN, 


Staffs, Boot 
ham 


Trsee, Hessert, West Bromwich, Corn Factor West | Wricnt, James Hewry, Costessey, Norfolk, Farmer July 
23 at 11 » Norwich 


Bromwich Pet July 13 Ord July 13 
Tvaser, Witiisx Lior. p, Handsworth, Staffordshire, out | 
Birmingham Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Wesamen, ome, Jon». Moss Side, nr Mi , Butcher Sal- 


vf 12 Ord July 12 

Warr, Jamurs, - Beerhouse Keeper 
Yeovil Pee July 13° Ord July 13 

Wi sox, Joux, Carlisle, out of business Carlisle Pet July 
12 Ord July 12 

The following amended notice is substituted ues that pub- 

lished in the London Gazette, May 13 
dessixos, Cates Cuarces Oxviver, Charlwood Mill, Chari- 


. Miller Croydon Pet April 14 Ord 
May i0 
The followinz amended notice is substituted for that 
publishe! in the London Gazette, July 12: 


Tewetemax, Sinvos, and Cusgies Surrrie cy, Brighouse, 

¥. y e Halifax Pet July 8 Ord 
Jaly 8 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Bearesaen. Tuomas, Lincoln, Auctioneer July 25 at 12.20 
Off Rec, 21, Silver st, Lincoln 

Bru, Soux Hexey, Nottingham, Hoxiery Manufacturer 
July 22 at 12 Off Rec, 


Catt, Roser, Cfourg rd, Camberwell, Financial Agent 
duly 22at1 Bankruptcy bldgx, Carey st 





St Peter's Church walk, Not- | 


Off Rec, 8, King st 
ZIMMERMANS, Cuartes Hensaxs, Manchester, Merchant 
July 25 at 2.30 Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 


The follo amended notices are substituted for those 
Dablie ed in the nas ge Gazette, July 12 :— 
Davies, Frepericx, Prescot, hire, out of b 
July 2iat3 Off Rec, 85, Victorie ot Liverpool 
Maes 7 i fons Darlaston, 8 taffordshire, Wholesale Grocer 
Wheelwright July 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, Walsall 





ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bexrxsteix, we eae Bradford, Tailor Bradford Pet 
July 7 Ord Jul 
Biacxsurx, Tuomas, ‘Linen, Auctioneer Lincoln Pet 
July 11 Ord July 11 


Buti, Joux Hexry, Nottingha: a | Manufacturer 
Nottingham Pet June 20 Ord July 


Cuaruas, Arriva Tuomas, St y= Ag peensein, 
Yhina Dealer 8t Albans Pet July 4 Ont Tas 
Cuan, JAMES GoovsuRs, a aw 7 


Grimsby Pet July 11 Ord Jul 
Cosane Wixwiam, Linthorpe, nr Mi . — Weigh- 
man Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough Pet July 
11 Ord July 11 
Coys. Cuantes Jexxix, Mincing lane, Colonial Broker 
High Court Pet July 9 Ord July 9 


Cournn, Hesay Wittian ALexanven, Fenchurch st High 


Court Pet June9 Ord July 9 


Emery, 
Bri dg - 7 July ord sf ll te 
GEEN, 1LL1AM RICHARD, ~=ry Cooper ewport, 
Mon Pet July 13 Ord Jul a 
Gitt, Georce Macuey, — Coal Merchant Sheffield 
Pet May 31 Ord July 13 
Gopparp, Georce Wi111am, Falcon rd, Clapham, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet June28 Ord July 12 
GREENWOOD, mel a oe oa _—— Painter Bradford Pet 
G — ree Ay Yardley, Wi te 
ROvEs, WitLiaM, the younger, ey, Worcesters! 
business Birmingham 


= Pet July 12 
Hive, ome Higher Hurdsfield, nr Macclesfield, Com- 


mission Agent Macclesfield Ord J uly9 Ord Jul 12 
Howmes, Samvet, Leeds, out of business Leeds Pet July 
11 Ord J uly 11 
Hout eet, Henry. Chesterton, Cambridgeshire, Gentleman 


Cambridge Pet July 13 Ord July 13 

Hunt, Epwarp Comper, Taunton, ker Taunton Pet 
July 9 Ord July 9 

Jerrries, James, Swan lane, Rotherhithe, Wholesale 


Provision Merchant High Court Pet June 21 On 


July 12 

Lax, te EL, Pudsey, nr Leeds, Currier Bradford Pet 
June10 Ord July 12 

Macuire, Wittiam James, Birmingham, Building Sur 
veyor ham Pet July11 Ord July 11 

Merepirs, Wituiam T, Cardiff, Solicitor’s Clerk 
Pet June2 Ord July ll 

Mor ey, Samus, Burslem, Staffs, Hotel Proprietor Han- 
ley, Burslem, and Tunstall Pet J uly 13 Ord July 13 

Murrirr, Atrrep, East Hatley, Beds, . on and 
Grocer Bedford Pet Julyi2 Ord July 1 

OLorRENSHAW, WILLIAM JAMES, ee, Kent, Grocer 
Rochester Pet July12 Ord July 1 

Parks, Tuomas, , Cheshire; Butcher Macclesfield 
Pet June 25 Ord July 12 

Pariiipson, Ropert Scison, Newburn, Northumberland, 
Ras Newcastle on Tyne Pet July 13 Ord 

uly 13 
ini = Scans Harris, Vron, Bettws y Crwyn, Sal 
‘armer Leominster Pet April 14 Ord July 13 
oe. ALPHONSE, Waterloo, nr Liverpool, Tailor Liver- 
1’ Pet June 16 Ord amy 38 12 

Ricumonp, Jouy, falgar rd, ch ems Builder 
Brentford Pet Feb 12 e Ord July 12 

Roserts, James Digg jam Badland, Old Radnor, Radnor- 
shire, Farmer Leominster Pet June1 Ord July 13 

Ru ee. Caren, Well st, = aa ‘Bookbinder High 

et July 9 Ord July 9 

Pa. yo Joun Suarpies, Roserr Epmuxp 
SHARPLES, and Wiiuam Hexry Suarpies, Black- 
burn, m Manufacturers Blackburn Pet July ‘13 
Ord July 3 

Suimra, Tuomas Cuarves, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper 

effield Pet May13 Ord ane 13 

Srevens, Freperick, East Grinstead, — Builder 
Tunbridge Wells Pet May : 30 Ord Jul 

Srroup, Epwarp, and Atrrep Haypen, Sueneee, Colliery 
Proprietors Swansea Pet July 12 Ord July 12 

Warenam, Jouy, Moss Side, nr - emaaee Butcher Sal- 
ford Pet July 11 Ord July 12 

Warr, James, Pye Corner, Odcombe, Paseeresty Beerhouse 
Ki r Yeovil Pet July 13 Ord July 1: 

Wi.p, aa pe Lanes, Grocer Oldham Pet June 
15 


Wixson, 5 y, Cattle, out of business Carlisle Pet July 
12 Ord July 12 

Wistce, Greorce, Birmingham, Carpenter 
Pet July8 Ord July 13 

Wrianr, James Henry, Costessey, Norfolk, Farmer Nor- 
wich Pet June 29 Ord July 13 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub< 
lished in the London Gazette, June 17 :— 
Jeynines, Cates Cuartes Oxiver, Charlwood, Surrey, 
Miller Croydon Pet April9 Ord June7 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Cwane,, Joux, Liverpool, Coal Proprietor 
djud Sept 13, 1884 Annul July 12 


Birmingham 


Liverpool 


London Gazette—Turspvay, July 19, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALEXANDER, Jonn GtLaeRt, Pestient, Cabinet Maker 
Bradford Pet July 16 Ord July 

Ayprnrtoy, Jos1an Epwarp, Halifax.’ Homaopathic Chemist 
Halifax Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Arpacu, Rosert Younc, Worcester, Timber Merchant 
Worcester Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Anruur, Bernarp Gzorce, Worksop, Piashanin, 
Farmer Sheffield Pet July 4 Ord July 14 

Bacoms, Hewny, Hastings, Livery Stable Manager 

Ord July 11 

Batt, 9, pons Kase , Fishmonger Leicester Pet July 
15 yl 

Bet, Ricuarp, Bearborough, General Bruker Scarborough 
Pet Jul y16 Ord July 16 

Brennan, tic HAEL, ugh Bot Sly 15 Stockton on Tees 
and Middlesboro — Ord July 15 

CAMPBELL, Jamus C, velling Draper Cam- 
bi Pet July 6 Onde uly 1 6 

CiementTs, Faepenick Wii.1am, Bristol, of no occupation 

e Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Croven, Francis mesos, Bradford, Plumber Bradford 
Pet July8 Ord July 14 

Cuurayx, Naruansies, Halifax, Builder Halifax Pet July 
156 Ord July 16 

Dicxixsox, Avam, Stanthorne, Cheshire, Fireman at Salt- 
works Nantwich and Crewe Pet July13 Ord July 





13 
| Dicxixsox, Axx, Stanthorne, Cheshire, Farmer Nantwich 
and Crewe "Pet July 13 Ord July 13 13 


‘ 
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‘VAN, DANIEL bt ge ig Hornsey rd, Hollowa 
eer rson. High Oo tenet Ged ddyis 
General Dealer Carmar- 


Evans, ag Carmarthen, 
then Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Ewes, Joux, Millbrook, Cornwall, Baker East Stone- 
house Pet July 11 Grd J — 15 


@, Davin Jouy Glamorganshire, Confectioner 
Garerdift Pet July 11 Ord July 11 ‘ 
Happex, Samver, St , Gloucestershire, Builder 
Bristol Pet July 14 July 14 


Hopkins, THomas, Resolven. , res, Tinworks 
Gaffer Neath Pet Suly | ia Ord July 14 
Jessop, Marrsew Jonny, Hatton garden, Wholesale 
Jeweller High Court Pet May7 Ord July 15 
Marcus, Samvuet, Newcastle on Tyne, Slipper Manufac- 
turer Newcastle on Ba Pet July 15 Ord July 15 
Morais, JOHN, as st _— rd, Draper High Court 
Pet June 30 Ord J 
O'Bryan, 5 AMES, Blackburn Bedding Manufacturer 
Blackburn Pet July 2 Ord July 15 
Pare Epwarp Rosert, Ely, en, [Gentleman 
Cambridge = July 16 on Coins 16 = 
Poo.e, Harriet, Bi Confectioner Birmingham 
Pet June 24 Ord a asTy ¥ 


Raw ex, THomas, Becken am, Kent, Bookbinder Croydon 
Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Rocrrs, Georce P, New Cross rd, Surgeon Greenwich 
Pet June 9 Ord July 12 

RusseLL, GEORGE ienaam, Alscott rd, wanes i Builder 
High Court Pet June 29 Ord Jul 

Scares, WALTER, Broadstairs, out of + Canterbury 
Pet June 22 Ord July 15 

Sewett, Ricuarp, Battersea rise, late Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

SrerHens, GeorGE, —e Pork Butcher Leicester Pet 
July 16 Ord July 

TaskeR, Epwakp, Warwick, Cabinet Maker Warwick Pet 
July13 Ord Jul 

Tromas, Jonny, Lian “ong wr eg Assorter Car- 
marthen Pet Jul is Ord July 

Wace, Freverick —, Reading, ‘Wntitte Reading 
Pet July 12 Ord July 13 

Wore, BS RB, Highgate, Innkeeper High Court Pet July 2 

yi4 


io aoa, Leominster, Herefordshire, Baker 
Leominster Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Wiiiiams, Rosert, Swansea, Dealer in Fancy Goods 
Swansea Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Wootrett, Frepericxk Crcit, Herbert rd, Stockwell rd, 
— Surveyor High Court Pet May 27 Ord 

4 

Youps, "Sheuas Hewry, Huylake, Cheshire, pes s Mana- 

ger Birkenhead Ord July 13 Ord July 13 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Awperton, Jostau Epwarp, Halifax, Homeopathic Chemist 
July 29 atill Off Rec, ‘l'ownhail chmbrs, Halifax 

Bowben, ho mge Leeds, Journey man Hatter July 28 at 
1 ff Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

BropBe.t, Tuomas Brype, and ALrrep Harvey Haypock, 
Liverpool, Timber Merchants J uly 29 at 12 Off Re, 
35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

CuaRiEs, Davip THomas, Porth, Glamorganshire, Confec- 
tioner July 26at12 Off Ree, Merthyr Tydfil 

Ciements, Freperick WILLIAM, Bristol, of no occupation 
July 26 at1 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, New- 
port, Mon 

ae = =, Builder July 29 at 11.30 
0: Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Dixon, Seon So Vauxhall Bridge rd, Oilman 
July 26at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Economipes, Constantine, High rd, Tottenham, Tobacco- 
nist July 26 at 12 wind bidgs, Carey st 

Evans, Epwarp Huon, Live Fancy ac Dealer 
July 2 at3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo 

Gate, Epwarp Jouy, Little Milton, Oniordainne Farmer 
July 30 at 11.30 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

Gauze, Jonn, Lamb st, 8 italfields, — House Keeper 
July 26 at 2.30 Bkey ldgs, Carey st 

GaLLant, Jonn, Martham, Norfolk. Drover Aug 9 at 
10.30 Lovewell Blake, South Quay, Gt Yarmvuth 

Geen, Witi1am Ricnarp, Monmouth, Cooper July 26 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chbrs, ewport, Mon 

Goven, Cuartes Heyry, Leeds, Leather Split Maker 
July 26at1 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

GreENwoop, Wi111AM, Bradford, Painter July 26 at 11 

tf Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Grirrira, WitLiam, Northampton, Cattle Dealer July 27 
at 12.15 County Court bldgs, Northampton 

Groves, Witu1am, jun, Yardley, Worces, out of business 
July 29 at 12 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Hatusworrn, Jonny Witttam, Armley, Leeds, Manager of 
Chemical "Works July 29 at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


Leeds 

Harrzr, Water Henry, Stroud, Gloucs, Builder July 
26at4 Imperial Hotel, Stroud 

Hittoy, ee Pall mall July 27 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Hix, “Tuowas, Agent July 38 at 1 nr Macclesfield, 
on ent 28 at 12 Off Rec, 23, King 
Hoe aman st, Macclesfield . ; 
OULDEN, Henry, Chesterton, Cambridgeshire, Gent Jul: 
%7 at12 Off Ree, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 4 
Juckes, BaRNABy, Longton, Staffordshire, Joiner July 27 
at 10.30 Off Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 
Marsua.t, Jony, Barrow in Furness, Steel Worker July 
27 at 11 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 
Mayp, RW F, Albemarle st, Piccadilly, of = occupation 
July 27 at 12 Bankruptes , Carey 
Merepira, Wituas T. rae Ay licitor’s Clerk July 27 
P at 12 ‘Off Rec, 29, "haan st, Cardiff 
ARKS. Od eae Alsager, Cheshire, Butcher July 28 at 11 
Pp ward st, Macclesfield 
woe eB » Fulford " Rotherhithe, Merchant July 
27 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
CHORTENSACK, GEORGE, Gracechurch urch st, Merchant July 
28at12 Bankrupte y bldgs, Carey st 
Tt, Dame Maria Seviva Exizanetn, Albert gate, 
K . on, Widow July 27 at 2.30 Boskroptey 
bldgs, st 





ae Wits, 
} djud Ape ta” Amsal See 


Tatmey, Groner, ton, Grocer July 27 at 12 Off 


Pavilion b! 


Turwer, Samson, West rd, Tottenham, Linen Draper 
July 28 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple cbbrs, Temple 


avenue 
Wakrr, Frepericx James, Market pl, Enfield, Wine Mer- 
chant July 28 at 12 Off Rec, 95, Temple chbrs, Temple 
avenue 
Warr, James, Pye Corner, Odcombe, Somersetshire, Beer- 
house Keeper July 29at1 Off Ree, Salisbury 
WinT Le, Grorce, a, | Carpenter Aug 3 at 11 
23, Colmore row, Birmingha’ 
Wirsox, Jou®, Carlisle. ane Pensioner July 27 at 12 
2, Lonsdale st, Carli 
Westen Ropert Waseem, Queen Victoria st, Financial 
Agent July 28at2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Woopueap, Davin, , Greengrocer July 28 at 12 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Wooutett, Wituiam, Brixton rd, Surveyor July 27 at 11 
Bankru bldgs, Carey st 


Worrois, Atrrep Eaperr, eho Wandsworth, 
Chemist July 26 at 11.30 24 ilway approach, 
London bridge 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALEXANDER, Joun GriBeRt, Bradford, Cabinet Maker 
Bradford Pet ye, dE. Ord J 2s 16 

ANDERTON, JOSIAH DWAR! Halifax, ~~ omen 
Chemist Halifax Pet =A 15 Ord July 15 

Batt, p Macane. Saeean, Fishmonger Leicester Pet July 
15 y15 

Bett, Ricuarp, r=¥r4 79 General Broker Scarborough 
Pet July 16 Ord Jul 

Bopixnetox, Epwarp, High Halden, Kent, yeh and 
Cattle er i Pet May 21 Ord July 14 

Brenyan, Micuakt, Darlington, Grocer > a 
and Mi iddlesborough Pet July15 Ord July 

Carp, Epwarp Watton, Haw , nT Folkestone. Farmer 
Canterbury Pet June 28 Ord July 15 

Casson, Ropert THISTLETHWAITE, yee! Sheffield, 
Novelist Sheffield Pet July14 Ord Aug 6 

Cuavey, James, Midland Railway Coal Depot, West Ken- 
: m, Coal Merchant High Court Pet ‘June4 Ord 


y ry 

Ciements, Frepesick Wi1.14M, Bristol, of no occupation, 
Newport, Mon Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

CotnaGHI, BerNaRD OswaLp, Munster ter, Fulham High 

Pet June17 Ord July 15 

CornisH, James, Roehampton, Surrey, Army Tutor 
Wandsworth Pet June3 Ord July 15 

Currs, Ropert Wit.iam, Bloxwich, Staffs, General Dealer 
Walsall Pet June 27 Ord July 14 

Davis Joun, St Leonards on Sea, Wine Merchant Hast- 
ings Pet July 5 Ord Tuly 14 


Dicxinsox, Apa, Stanthorne, Cheshire, Fireman at Salt’ 


Works NantwichandCrewe Pet J uly 12 Ord July 13 

Dicxrysoy, Any, Stanthorne, Cheshire, Farmer Nantwich 
and Crewe Pet July 2” Ord July 13 

EcoNnoMIDEs: ConsTANTINE, High rd, a Tobac- 
conist h Court Pet July 4 ‘Ord Jul 

Evans, Evizasera, Carmarthen. 
then Pet July15 Ord July 15 

Farranps, Witiiam IsHMAEL cs yd Fishmonger 
Nottingham Pet July7 Ord Jul 


General Dea hm Carmar- 


Green, W. Pace, Southampton a 7 Gent High Court 
Pet May 24 Ord July oS 

Greic, Davip Joun, lamorganshire, Confectioner 
Cardiff Pet July 11 sd haly ll 

Happen, Samvet, St. 7 ed Glos, Builder Bristol Pet 
July 14 Ord Jul 


Harper, WALTER = om Glos, Builder Gloucester 
Pet July 5 Ord July 1 
ee oe Joun ites, -— Atrrep HawkeEsForb, 
Birmingham, Tinplate Workers Birmingham Pet 
July 11 Ord July 16 
Hesxets, Witiiam, Hulme, Soghote, Ironfounder 
Manchester Pet June 15 Ord J 
eer ¢ - vit Halifax, Innkeeper “Fialitesx Pet July 7 


Hopkiys, ane, Clyne, Resolven, Ont July 1 Tin- 
works Gaffer Neath PetJuly14 Ord ae | 14 

Hunt, Atpsrt Witiiam, Ra cashire, Grocer 
Blackburn Pet Apriki Ord July oe 

Inwoop, Cuares, Milton next Gravenend, Kent, Engineer 
Rochester Pet June 30 Ord July 

Marcus, Samve., Newcastle on Tyne, ‘slipper Manufacturer 

eweastleon Tyne Pet July15 Ord July 16 

Mescier, Louise yton Kensington, Spinster 
High Court Pet May 23 Ord July 14 

Merrett, Tuomas GiLpert, Fretherne, Glos, Farmer 
Gloucester Pet July8 Ord July 14 

ee = ha x a. Wholesale Grocer and Wheel- 
wright uly 


1 Ord Julys 

O’Bryay, Pas Blackburn, Manufacturer 
Blackburn Pet J —_ 30 Ord —_ 

Pats, Eowarp Rosesrt, El: - Gent Cam- 
bridge Pet July 16 Ond July Say 16 

Scort, ay ar heer ye ait Ora » Soe 
sington, Widow High et A 14 t 

eee i wae ie one, Pork Bu’ sone te 

16 


Tatmey, Grorcr, ‘Brighton, Grocer Brighton Pet June 
Toms Ord July'is Ww + Esq Kingsto: 
omson, Epmunp WAINWRIGHT, ‘on, ii n, 
8 Pet June 22 Ord Jul: 
ALTER WILLIAM, and + Favutxyer, Moor 
, Workbasket Manufacturers High Court Pet July 
8 Ord July 13 
Warr, ten Bo James, Market pl, ens, Yas Mer- 
w oe. Edmonton Pet June 30 a 
AY, ALCOT, pshire, 
Brighton Pet A palate Ju duly 14 
Wi.urams, Groreoe, Baker Leominster Pet 
uly 16 Ord Jul _— 
Wruir, ALexanper Henry, Cadogan pl, Sloane st, Gent 
igh Court May 17 Ord Jul say 15 
Youps, Tuomas Heyry, By a og Cheshire, Baker's 
Manager Birkenhead uly i8 Ord July 13 


ADJ png gy ANNULLED. 
Lancashire, Tailor 


TWEEN, 


ctisitoeas 


Wigan 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 25.—C. Raw.ey Cross, Esq.. at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
or Clock, Residential Plats (see sdvertiooment, it, this week, 


ee ye J. Garrpyer, Esq., at the Mart, E.C., at 1 
Leasehold (see advertisement, July 


ro 
July Be. RY Fuuiier, Horsey, Sons, & Cassett, at 
the Mart, E.C., at 1 o'clock, Leasehold Property (see 
advertisement, this p. 657. 
July 26.—Messrs. Paysicx e Lowe, at the Mart, E.C., at 
— of Famil: vertisement, 


2 o’clock, y Residence (see ad 
this week, p. that 

Jul ge Os +74 & Bovusrie.p, at the Mart, 
EG. at at 2 0’ — d Estates (see advertisement, 


June 25, 
July 29.— Ps). nazze & Gos, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
o'clock, Investments (see advertisement, this week, Pp. 


satin. H. Daw, Esq., at the Mart, E.C., at 2 o’clock 
— eo round-Rents (see advertisement, July 16, p. 


, at the ag pe at2 
oan” Life Interest (see vertisement, this week, p. 
74). 

Jul; ener Jones, Lane, & Co., at the Mart, E.C., 
ad 2 o'clock, Freehold Ground-Rents (see advertisement, 


Hy Aa’ a. 

Jul: y 29: . P. HITELEY, Esq., at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
o'clock, Freeho 1d Ground-Rent, and a Leasehold Resi- 
dence (see advertisement, this ~—% pt. “6i4). 


J = a Farmer, 





GLOUCESTERSHIRE. 


The Cowley Manor Estate, a highl. joyable Freehold 
Residential tial and Sporting Domania, Sve saltes from Chel- 
from Gloucester. 


lakes, and woods 
Italian 3 tay decorated, and ~ 
oo ‘There 4 two dail: ig ag and Ao telegral 
are ly a 
to Gloucester. There 


rom magistrates’ room 3. 
Saekens to stables. All Ab -— connected with 
electric call bells in butler’s pane. e coach-house 
hE Ty Fs new!) aa and b hold 33 horses, 


kennels for a of * . BA. the Cotswold 
ee distance of Lord Fitzhardinge’s 
aad the V. ounds. The church — oe 


grounds. he * os and pleasure grounds are 
inexpensive to maintain, Fmd slope to the ornamental 
lakes, which are ied from one of the sources of the 
Thames, and with their idlenin, ove gueminant features 
tout SA mall deer ey a 
trout. deer park of red and fallow deer. 
utenaive Sicxanshelee ah -eodenl emanate 
houses, hot and green houses, new 


Nem Rennes 
ESSRS. 3 DRIVE R& SCO. ar are lnstracted to 
ffer the above FREEHOLD RESIDENTIAL and 
SPORTING DOMAIN to AUCTION, at the MART, 
Tokenhouse-yard, Lothbury, London, on MONDAY, Sth 
pat em Ban A al i precisely, in One Lot (unless 
vi con' 
© Particulars of of Messrs. e, le, Vina, & —_ a. 
8, New-square, Lincoln’ ‘essTs. ver & Co., 
4, Whitehall, London. 


NORTH KENSINGTON, W. 
Well-secured Freehold pe enemies “ee 10s. 


per annum, arising ou 
situate Nos. 11 to 29 and 32 to 43, Appleford-road, of 
a value of by 100 ne offering to trustees 


MESSRS. N ORTON, TRIST, & GILBERT 

will offer for SALE AUCTION, at the MART, 

on o ee a AUGU 10, at TWO o'clock 
conte, in Lots, the above valuable FREEHOLD GRO 


be obtained of Messrs. Lye peat & 
Hart, Solicitors, Lg vy ee PE ; 
of the Auctioneers, 62, Old Broad-street, E.C. 


's-inn ; and of 








LOWER EDMONTON. 
Leasehold Indiarubber Works, fitted with modem plant 
ESSES. FULLE HORSEY, SONS, & 


CASSELL will SELL by AUCTION, on ‘the 
PREMISES, on TUESD: ot JULY te 


Wishes Indiarubber wi 


6oft. core. by 35ft., stable, coach-house, and brick: 
eld for a term at a low rental. —f oa 


be sold re premises will 
rota ei ty & 1 
lar wctencuteates BO a cr 
ford, Solicitors, C.; and of the 
Auctioneers, 11, Billiter-equare, 
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HAMPSTEAD. 
bag ge nar —At nominal Reserves.—Important 
Sale of high-class investments, comprising noble terrace of 


ORSEnS BA Tr annum. 
RS. BAKER & SONS will SELL by 


AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRIDAY, JULY 


29, at TWO, in Separate Lots, the secure and i improving IN- 
comprising 11 handsome commanding 
modern-built shops and residences, Nos. 1 to 11, Fitzjohn’s- 
esplanade on the main Finchley-road, Ham , within 
one minute of — ae -road Stations (Metropolitan, 
North London, and Railways), the finest business 
ition in this tome og and rapidly increasing suburb : 
shops are built in a most substantial manner, and have all 
modern tern for business purposes; the residences 
are a a from the shops, have excep- 
—y oo tion, with private entrances and 
i is in rear; the whole forming an imposing 
cmay af noble buildings of a uni e character, scarcely to 
be ed in the ises are held for 
Jong, unexpired terms at — i ount-eunte, and are all let 


tals of £200 per annum eac B.—The principal busi- 
ness premises in the neighbourhood are to be taken by the 
poy ee Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway extension 

to London, and this must immediately greatly enhance the 


ae = of this 
conditions of sale of Messrs. Warner & 
Hatley, Bot Solicitors, 4, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.C. ; 
the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 








ESSEX, near TILBURY. 
order of the Mortgagees.—At a Nominal Reserve.— 
aluable Freehold Estate, known as Brick-house Farm 


and the Brickfields, in the parish of Corringham, 
Essex, two es from Stanford Station and 1} miles 
fiom Laindon-hill Station on the direct 2 line of 


the baa Se Tilbury, and Southend Railway, four miles 
from Thames Haven, and nine miles from Tilbury, com- 
pee be hme oo of which 55 acres consist of a capital 
working order, the remainder being oe 

ee ag and woodland . with brick-built house, co’ 
farm homestead. There is practically an ‘unlimited 
supply a of brick earth and sand. The estate occupies an 
elevated position, and —— the well-known landmark 
from the River Thames, On we - ss one of the highest 
points in the county, commanding ae It is 
ly and undulating, and adapted for 
oe ee into i —. = ~ Ls — sites are 

lor country 
“7 ESSES. BAKER € ‘SONS. ‘will SELL by 
p AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRIDAY, 
JULY 29, in Two Lots, the above valuable FREEHOLD 
PROPERTY, offering an excellent aeakate 3 of acquir- 
ing land at a ‘csmnparedively low price, which m increase 
— owing to the opening up of the locality bs by the new 
wa: 

fe conditions of sale of Messrs. Dixon, 


Weld, & ane Solicitors, 1, Lancaster-place, Strand, 








ae of the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria- 
C. 

TAVISTOCK SQUARE, W.C. 
In the Court of Justice, Division; Joyce v. 


High Chancery 
Low, oo 12, ge (close to Euston and 
t Stations) amily Residence for sale with 
possession. Rental — £120 ode — Lease thirty- 


i ger ge 

M Cc 2 TITELEY (the person 

Be appointed by Mr. Justice Chitty) will SELL the 

above by AUCTION. at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 

E.C., on FRIDAY NEXT, 29th inst., xt TWO o’clock. 
Particulars 


of Mesers. Smith. Fawdon, & Low, Solicitors, 
12, Bread-street, E.C.; of Messrs. Belfrage & Co., Solici- 
tors, 35, John-strect, lord-row, W.C.; of Mexars. Reece 


& Co., Solicitors, New-street, Birmingham ; at the Auction 
Mart; and at the Auctioneer’s offices, 82, Queen-street, 
Cheapside, EC. 
FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS.- £291 per annum, well 
secured on Propertics, Hornshay-street, Canterbury-road, 
Old Kent-road ; Riversdale-road, Plumstead; and Ord- 
Wool wich-common ; Will be Sold in Lots. 
JUNCTION.—Freehold Corner Shop, in 
No. 26, Northcote-road, Battersea-rise ; 
lessens lease at £75 perannum. Also Iwo Free- 
pen tem 5 ng a being sol > aud 25, Cairns- 
AT VHITELEY 
N ER. r CHAS. P- P. “Ww ITELEY will SELL 
the above by AUCTION, at the MART, Token- 
> em E.C.,on FRIDAY NEXT, 2th inst., at TWO 
Auction offices, #2, Queen-street, Cheapside. 





bie 





omtagu- 


grove, pred me Denental ms well-timbered rounds 
of 44 acres in The position is unique, it well 
back from the road, is is approached by carriage drive with 
fine commands extensive 


CA trees on either side, and 

The house contains five reception and 12 bed 
schoolroom, and domestic stabling, 
s and coachman’s cottages. The grounds are 
out as flower and kitchen gardens, iawns, with 
‘, ke. Held on lease for about 19 


Fees 


§ 
5 
, 





Hy 
us 


years at 


charming PROPERTY, at the MART, 
= jl EBD AY. JULY 2th, 7 TWO 
of Mears 


. Monro, Slack, « Co., 31, Queen 
vieweiocon, ECL.; 


on at the Auctioneers’ tices, %, 
—a CGrowrenin wyuare, Heath-street, Hamp- 


ie! PHYSICK . LOWE will SELL | 
p AS 


0 CAPITALISTS | onl Others.—For Sale, 


‘with re with dwelling: ; rer dis, lennon 
wv 75 years; pric 
—~hbdremn On eth, “ Solicitor’ Journal” 


i md ay, a eg WA. 





ETHEL ; 
| P.ALL, Uxbridge-rosd Station, W 


ly well-built | 
” | 


| ton. 


= Business Pre 





SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1892. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTA’ , Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-Rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
ks, Shares, "and other Properties will be held at ~ 
AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of 
England, in the City of London, as follows :— 


Tuesday, July 19 | Tuesday, Aug. 16 | Tuesday, Nov. 1 
Tuesday, July 26 | Tuesday, Aug. 23 | Tuesday, Nov. 15 
Tuesday, Aug.2 | Tuesday, Oct. 4 Tuesday, Dec. 6 
Tuesday, Aug.9 | Tuesday, Oct. 18 








Auctions can also be held on other days, in town or 

ent. Messrs. Debenham, Tewson, 

ter undertake Sales and Valuations 

for Probate and other purposes, of Furniture, Pictures, 

Farming Stock, Timber, &c. Detailed Lists of In- 

vestments, Estates, es, Sporting Quarters, , Residences, Shops, 

or Sold by private con‘ 

ublished on the ist of each month, and can be obtained 

ft lems. Debenham, Tewson. Farmer, & Bridgewater, 

Totate ts, Surveyors, and Valuers, 80, Cheapside. 
London. E.C. Telephone No. 1.503. 


\ ne. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
i & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES a HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting "Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each*month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at Y heir offices, 80, Cheapside, .C. 
or will be sent by post in return for two stamps.—Particu- 
lars for insertion should be received not — than four 
days previous to the end of the preceding month 
CITY of LONDON. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £250 per annum secured upon 

highly important property, an 74, Lombard-street, with 

early reversion to the rack rental 


J.) fgpenomss JONES, LANG, & CO. beg to 
announce that the negotiations for a Sale of the 








above by private contract having fallen gh, they are 
instruc’ by the vendor to submit the above very valuable 
FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT for SALE by AUCTION 


at the HAE? Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on FRIDA 
29, 1892, at TWO o'clock. The premises occupy a most 
romin+ nt position at the corner of Pope’s Head-alley, 
bard-street, adjoining Lloyd’s Bank, in the heart of 
the great banking district in the City of London: The 
lessees are the well-known firm of Messrs. Curtis & Harvey, 
who also are the occupiers, and the rack rent of the 
premises, aon eae at about £1,000 per annum, will 
revert to the purchaser in 46 years hence. To insurance 
companies, trustees, and capitalists this sale offers an 
excellent opportunity to obtain a safe and improving 
security. 
Particulars at the Mart, E.C.; of Messrs. Berkeley & 
Son, Solicitors, 4, Gray’s-inn-square, W.C.; and of the 
Auctioneers, 3, King: Cheapside, E.C. 


CIty OF LONDON. 


To Insurance Companies, Trustees, C: napalte, 9 and Others. 
—Highly-v: a oy Freehold Ground-rent 
annum, arising out of the noble block of yt 
58, 59, 60, Bartholomew-close, Aldersgate-street ( 
the remarkable frontage of about 168ft., and a 
ground area of about 8,500ft. super.), with reversion wal 
the full rack-rental value, now estimated at about £1,500 
Se eek ae The premises were in 
1879, at great cost, by the lessees, Messrs. Evans, p= agen 
& Webb, the well-known wholesale 
now in occupation ; and the security is of the very highest 
— Sescription, - well Bee and for insurance 


'ESSES. JONES, LANG, & CO. have 
a received instructions to OFFER ‘the above valuable 
FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT for SALE by AUCTION, 
at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.,on FRIDAY, JULY 
29, at TWO. 

Particulars, with plan and conditions of sale, can be bed 
at the Mart, E.C.; of Alfred Howard, , Bolicitor 
Finsbury-circus E.C.; of Messrs. Smith, insent, & rg 
Solicitors, 39, Waterloo-street, Birmingham ; and of the 
oe tl 3, King-street, ¢ theapside, and 101, Leadenhall- 
street, E.C 


Y, JULY 





KENSINGTON, W. 
To Trustees and ages os uiring First-class Freehold 


Securities. —8i -mansions. 
M2, C. RAWLEY C CROSS will SELL , by 
AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., 

on MONDAY, JULY 25th, at T Pe ae in Two Lots, 
the TWO FREEHOLD ‘BLOCKS of RESIDENTIAL 

FLATS, known as Nos. tend § Bins -tnansions, W. 
Most conveniently situated close to several stations, and 
within the cab radius. Each block comprises 10 suites of 
rooms, and each suite contains three bed rooms, bath room, 
and lavatory (h. and ¢.), two rooms, kitchen, 
offices, and every convenience. Built in a vi superior 
manner, having floors, tradesman vs lift, and a 
pertect sanitary system. The rents are so moderate for the 
accommodation given that the flats always let readily to 


| very superior tenants, the two blocks producing nearly 


£1 te hea 
Partie alas and conditions of mle may be had st the 
2 of male; of the Solicitor, R. L. Foster , Wells, 
; or A a, Mr. C. Raw! Gross 


(Telephone 8, 


N ESSES. H. GROGAN & 00. 101, Park- 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to cal! 1 the attention o 

intending Purchasers 

Houses which they have for Bale. 1 Particulars on applica- 


- 





many attractive West-End’ 








First-class Freehold Investment. 
ESSRS. BELTON & SONS are instructed 
ue ons, by and, on TUE the MART, Tokenhouse- 


; een, © on ESDAY, AU GUST 9th “ 
~—- 4 sold by private treaty), 
FREREOLD Soest of £550 per annum, amply 
upon f ay aeenees premises known as Bedford 
House, Nos. 2 and 3, Bedford-street (one door — the 
Strand), which have recently been rebuilt at great cost. A 
ee of — remises now let to substantial tenants on 
ong terms Producing £ £1,270, the remainder is at present in 
hand, but to produce —_ per annum, making a 
total rack bee of £1,650 per annu 
Particulars may be had of icone. Robbins, Billing, & 
Co., Solicitors, Surrey-house, Strand; and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 12, Hatton-garden. 


By order of the Mo stenges. 
M&; LEOPOLD FARMER will SELL by 
AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., FRIDAY NEXT, 
JULY 29, at TWO: 

Valuable Life Interest to 1-20th part of the residuary 
ppeneh of about £2,600 per annum receivable during a life of 
a ag eman, 35. With policy for £1,200.—J. E. 8. 

King, ., Solicitor, 16, Finsbury-circus, N.W. 

Particulars of the Auctioneer, No. 46, Gresham-street, 
Bank, E.C., and Kilburn, E. 


REEHOLD CITY GROUND-RENT.— 
For Sale, a very valuable Freehold Ground-Rent of 
£1,200 annum, secured on a first-class Building in 
Leadenhall-street, of the rental value of £3,500 per annum. 
—For particulars CEL to Messrs. 8. WALKER & Rustz, 
22, Moorgate-street, 


ESSRS. ROBT. W. MANN & SON, 
SURVEYORS, VALUEBRBS, 


AUCTIONEERS, HOUSE AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


Rost. W. Mawn, F.S8.1., THomas R. Ransom, F.8.1, 
J. Bagsnaw Mayy, F.S.1., W. H. Maxy), 


12, Lower Grosvenor-place, Eaton-square, 8.W., and 
82, Lowndes-street, Belgrave-square, S.W. 


l BEDFORD ROW.—To Solicitors, Pro- 
§ fessional Men, and Others.—Valuable Premises at 
low rent and premium; unusual opportunity of securing 
remainder of term of ; 20 rooms (spacious), base- 
ment and ; very excellent strong rooms, &c., with 
stabling at rear.—Apply at No. 31, Bedford-row, W.C. 


INCOLN’S INN FIELDS.—Offices to be 
Let on the nag Floor ; a Suite of Three or Five hand- 
some Rooms ; windows overlooking the gardens; 
southerly aspect ; ee one other Suite higher up suitable 
for residential purposes ; hall porter in uniform ; moderate 
inclusive rent. a to elarnteres, 3, ‘Lineoln’s-ino- 
fields, or to Mr. Cooxman, 63, Chancery-lan 


LD BAILEY.—Light and roomy Offices 

to Let (first floor); immediately opposite entrance to 
Central ee ee admirably adapted for aw 
separate stair and door; rent £70 per annum.—A: on 
Premises, 60, Old Bailey, E.C. oi aia 


Ost Let, two first floor light 
Offices; best side of Finsbury-circus.—Apply 
Epwarp Bertre ey, Solicitor, 14, Finsbury-circus, E.C. 


























tHe IMPERIAL oiysvrance company 
tmuirep, FIRE. 





Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000 ; Paid-up, £200,000 
Total Funds over £1,600,000. 
Law Covers Branca, 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C., 
ED E AN D SON, 
Ie 
ROBE i MAKERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, 


Established 1803. 
1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, 8.W. 
_ E. COZENS SMITH, 
General Manager. 
S U N INSURANCE OFFICE, 
Founded 1710. 
A. W. COUSINS, 
(FIRE) District Manager. 
SUM INSURED in sees, £373, 700,000. 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
To Her Maj the Lord Chancell: the Wits f the 
. Judbaal bench, Corpo Corporagjon of London, &c a 
ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
‘Town 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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